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INTRODUCTION

Ok.ahoma State University (03U} through the College of Education
Office cf Research and Projects ent:red into a contract with the Creek
Nation Tribal Authority, Okmulgee, Oklahoma during the spring of 1975 to
conduct a census survey of the membership of the Creek Nation. Officials
of the Creek Nation Tribal Authority wanted to develop a data base that
would provide uéeful and relevant information about a variety .of social,
educational, and economic needs of the tribal membership. This need
evolved from a variety of factors and forces wh.ch culminate in the
general concept of Indian self-determination and assistance through
which the Federal government is providing significant sums of money to
tribal units throughout the country to assist in the development of
programs for the social and educational betterment of Indian people.

It was determined through discussions between Creek Nation officials
and OSU representative; from the Office of Research and Projects that
through a‘éooperative effort on the. part cf the professional staff in
the planning division of the Creek Nation and through expertise,
facilities, and resources available at OSU the census survey instru-
mentation, analysis, and interpretation could be developed.

METHODOLOGY -

Following is a brief description of the general methodological
approach utilized in this sﬁudy. A brief overview of the instrumen-
tation, sampling techniques, interview procedures and training, computer
analysis techniques, and interpretation of the findings processes follows.

18
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Development of the Instrument

Through a cooperative effort on the part of the planning officers
of the Creek Nation and staff of the OSU Office of Research and Projects
a survey instrument was developed to gather data and information
perceived to be important for the various developmental and planning
project needs in the Creek Nation. Although the instrument (See Appen-
dix A) went through several revisions, the final document consisted of
36 items and used the individual household and/or the family as the
unit of analysis. Provision was made on the survey instrument to
identify the geographic location of the household by county, township,
range, and section. These identifying variakles make possible the
further analysis of the data through computer mapping techniques
although this procedure is beyond the scope of this report.

In addition to defining residential status as urban (greater than
2,500) or rgral, é number of demogréphic variables relative to the
status of the household surveyed were selected for study. Thése in—.
cluded such items as household income patterns, ownership status of
the house, housing structure (e.g., number of rooms, heating/cooling
system, type ol water system, etc.). family residents at this address,
tribal language usage, voter registration, various social services
being utilized by the respondent household (Indian Health Services,
Bureau of Indian Affairs Services, Emergency Service utilization). etc.

In addition to studying characteristics of individual househoids
it was decided that info;mation pertaining to individual household
members was important. Thus a section of the survey instrument was
added to gather data regarding each individual member of the household

surveyed. Individual membership characteristics studied included

19
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educational training, institutional enrollment, tribal affiliation,
degree of Indian blood, employment patterns, occupational skills, job
stability, and job location relative to home residence.

Through discussions between Creek Nation officials and the 0OSU
staff, revisions of the basic survey instrument were made which resulted
in the final census survey document to be used by interviewers. While
conducting the survey, interviewers used a coding list (See Appendix C)
so that the responses to the :tems on the survey instrument could be

coded for each household.

Sainpling Technigue

The Creek Nation of Oklahoma, forﬁally known as the Muscogee Nation,
I.T., consists geographically of all or parts of 11 counties of the central
part of northeastern Oklahoma (see Figure 1 next page). This includes
all of Okfuskee, Okmulgee, and Creek counties; major parts of Wagoner,
Muskogee, MacIntosh, and Hughes counties; a major‘geographical portion'
of Tulsa county; ard small parts of Rogers, Mayes, and Seminole counties
on the west. For purposes of this analysis eight county regions were
used in the data analysis under the headings of Creek, Hughes, (in-
cluding Seminole), McIntosh, Muskogee, Okfuskee, Okmulgee, Tulsa, and
wagonei (including Rogers and Maxes).

The sampling process utilized in the present study was both sys-~
tematic and random. The process was systematic in that every township
within the boundaries of the Creek nation was automatically included
i the study. It was random in that the selection of households
for the purpose of administering the survey instrument was accomplished
by randomly selecting geographic units (sections ) within townships.,

This was done by generating, from a table of random. numbers a number
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from 1-36, each of which corresponded to all sections contained
within a township. The specific steps in the sampling technique at

this strata included:

1. The selection of a number from 1-36 from any table of random
numbers.
2. Determining from tribal census and map recorcés the eligible

households contained within the designated township.

Figure 2 below depicts a facsimile of a township while Figure 3
shows the hypothetical location of the eligible households within
a section of that township.

Approximately 5,660 Creek Nation households were identified
from a master list which was develcped in the planning offices of
the Creek Nation Tribal Authority. At the point in the sampling
process when the section number by township had been determined, more
informal criteria were employed to guide the selection of households
for inclusion in th2 study. These criteria included accessibility to
interviewers, representativeness of the household to the study char-
acteristics of that region, etc.

An attempt was made initially to select one-third or 1,880 of the
households in the Nation. This ultimately held true in all counties
except that portion of Tulsa County included in the Creek Nation.
Approximately 20 percent of the eligible households in Tulsa Couaty
were included in the present study. The following breakdown shows

the results of the household sampling selection, and interview process.

Eligible households : 5,664
One-third (1/3) sample: 1,888
Actual (final) sample: 1,700
Survey instruments

returned by interviewers: 1,262
Usable returned: 1,225
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Interview Procedures and Training

Pilot testing Of the survey instrument was conducted by adminis-
tering it to professional staff in the Creek Nation Planning and Educa-
tional Program Offices at Okmulgée. Every member of this pilot test-
respondent group was a resident of the Okmulgee area and was generally
familiar with the geographic and demographic composition of the Creek
Nation. Upon revising the questionnaire to remove a number of the minor
problems that arose, the 0SU staff Spent approximately one-half day
thoroughly going through the questionnaire with the interviewers that
were selectéd by the Creek Nation Planning Office. These interviewers
consisted primarily of Indian people who were familiar with the geo~-

graphic and demographic makeup of the Creek Nation.

Questionnaire Administration

Upon the completion of training, interviewers were given the
listing of households, addresses, adequate su:.ey instruments, and
attendant coding lists to cover the sample list. Every effort was
made by the individual interviewers to identify énd visit with the
respective head-of-the-household in order to attempt to bring consis-
tency tec the data collection process. 1In instances where this pro-
cedure was deemed to be impossible and beyond the control of the
interviewer within a reasonable time limit, then an adult household
member who could respond in an authoritative and informed manner with
regard to the census items was interviewed. Al]l instruments were
returned to thé Creek Nation Office of Planning and Development for
orderly filing before their return to 0SU for data analysis. The
interviewing and data collection process took approximately two months
during the summer of 1975.
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bata-Processing

The completed usable Creek Nation Census Survey instruments were
computer-processed for speed and accuracy. Upon receipt of question-
naires, the results were entered on a Conversational Programming
System (CPS) terminal. The entered responses were then printed out
and verified. Necessary corrections were made and the data permanently
stored on magnetic disks and tapes.

For the purposes of this report, and as requested by Creek Nation
officials, only percentages and frequencies were reported by category
within each variable. Tables were compiled to present data on each
variable or item listed within the survey instrument (e.g., household

income, housing status, financing of privately owned homes, etc.)

Data Presentation

As previously mentioned, the data is presented in a tabular
format, through frequencies and percentages by categories.' With
one exception, the data collected for each variable are repeated three
times under the following three individual modes :

A. All membership or households combined,

B. Urban vs. Rural, and

C. County-by-County
Thus the tables are printed out as Table Ia, Table Ib, and Table Ic
to coincide with these breakdowns of the variable analysis.

The actual status of the entire Creek Nation (households and mem-
bership) can only be generalized relative to the extent to which
this sample data is accurate, so every attempt was made to draw a truly
random sample through face-to-face administration of the survey by

Creek Indian interviewers who were familiar with the Nation.
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FINDINGS

Households

Household Income (Tables I a-c)

There were 1,255 households considered in the income analysis.
As shown in Tables I a-c approximately 66 percent of the Creék Indian
Nation households generate an income of $6,000 or less. When analyzing
this statistic on an urban versus rural basis, over 69 percent of the
urban households generate an income of over $6,000 each. In the
county-by-county analysis (Table Ic). 80.5 percent of the Hughes
county residents generate a household income of between $1,000 and
$6,000. No households in the McIntosh sample have collective incomes
of over $10,000 while approximately 30 percent of the Okmulgee county
and 45 percent of the Tulsa county households generate collective

incomes of over $6,000.

Housing status (Tables II a-c)

As depicted in Tables II a-c, over 55 percent of the households
in the sample are partially or fully owned while nearly 40 percent
are rented. Another significant statistic is in urban versus rural
household ownershi : with 52 percent of the urban households in the
Creek Nation being rented while over 72 percent of the rural house-
holds in the sample are at least partially owned. 1In lookingﬁét home
ownership on a county-by-connty basis, over 80 percent of the Hughes
county households in the sar . are at least partially or fully owned
with nearly 70 percent of those indicating full ownership. Also, of
note is thevfact that 57 percent of the Tulsa county households in the
sample are rental situations;‘

20

'_,y“ ..



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

10

Financing of Homes (Tables III a-c)

Information concerning the financing of privately owned homes is
found in ;ables III a~c. Of the 678 households in the sample where
private ownership was indicated, 315 or over 46 percent indicated none
the suggested modes of private financing. (e.g., Creek Nation Houéing
Authority Improvement Program; Farmer's Home Administration (FHA)
other sources of.federal support and private funding sources).? ""None
of the above" ranked first (46 percent) and all of the other afore-
mentioned sources of financing of private homes totaled approximately

54 percent of the total response.

In the urban vs. rural analysis (Table III b) of the financing

-of privately owned homes in the Creek Nation there was a noticeably

greater percentage of rural homes being financed from none of the

sources suggested in the survey instrument. Nearly 26 percent of the
homes in the sample got Support from the Creek Nation Housing Authority,
whereas only 8 percent of the urban households in the sample were in this
category. In the county-by-county analysis, 84 percent of the McIntosh
county homes in the sample were receiving financing from sources ofher
than those suggested, while 46 percent of the Hughes County homes in
sample were being financed with Creek Nation Housing Authority monies

A follow-up question might be to determine what sources of private

fir 1cing were being used.

Landlord of Rental Housing (Tables IV a-c)

A significant majority of the households responding as rental

situations were owned by private individuals as can be observed in
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Table 1V a. There seems to ke no significant difference between urban
vs. rural ownership of rental housing (Table IV b). 1In the county-
by-county analysis of financing of rental homes, 100 percent of the
Wagoner County homes in the sample, 91 percent of thé Muskogee homes,

and 87 percent of the Creek County homes were privately owned. In-

terestingly enough, 61 percent of the 18 Okfuskee County homes in

this analysis are under Creek Nation Housing Authority ownership.
cher interesting ownership situations relative to rental housing in

the Creek Nation are shown in Table VIc.

Housing on Restricted Land (Tables V a-c)

As found in this study, less than 20 percent of the households
in the Creek Nation were on restricted land (Table Va). This situation
was more pronounced with the urban households while ru;al households
in the sample showed a more even distribution with nearly 40 percent
on restricted land. In the county-by-county analysis, (Table vc)
housing on non-restricted land was predominantly found in Muskogee
and Tulsa counties while McIntosh county had the least number of houses

in this sample on non-restricted land.

Number of Rooms in Dwellings (Tables VI a-c)

Nearly 29 percent of the Creek Nation household dwellings in this
study had six rooms and over 33 percent contained five rooms. Fifteen
percent of the houses contained more than six rooms. There apperared
to be no significant difference between urban and rural dwellings
in this study in terms of number of rooms pe. dwelling. The county-
by-county analysis of dwellings revealed that more houses in the sample

for McIntosh county had fewer rooms (six or less) when compared to
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the other households in the sample. Wagoner county had relatively

more larger homes with 93 percent having five or more rooms (Table VIc).

BPusehold Heating System (Tables VII a-c)

In analyzing the type of fuel or energy source used to heat
households in the Creek Nation, natural gas was most widely used
especially in all households combined and urpan households. 1In the
urbén vs. rural analysis, however, LPG (Propane Gas) was used prac-
tically as much as natural gas, and wood-coal was used in a significantly
greater number of rural homes for heating purposes than was evident
in urban households. In studying the county analysis, natural gas
again was the most-used source of energy for all counties except

M-Intosh where LPG (Propane) was first, natural gas second, and

wood/coal third.

Location of Bathroom Facilities (Tables VIII a-c)

It was found that nearly 96 percent of the households in this
study had bathroom facilities located indoors. When comparing the
urban and rural households it was obvious that most outdoor bathroom
facilities were found in rural situations. As can be seen from
Table VIII b, only .67 percent of the urban households had outdoor

facilities compared to nearly 10 percent of the rural households.

Water Source of the Residence (Tables IX a-c)

City water is the predominant source of water supply for house-
holds in the Creek Nation as evidenced by this study. This is es-
pecially true of urban households. (See Table IXb) Rural households

also use well and rural water line sources to a significant extent.

29



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

This distribution of the supply source for water is highlighted in
the county-by-county analysis wherein Creek and McIntosh counties
appear to have a fairly even distribution between city water, indi-
vidual wells, and rural water line for the supply source of water

for the individual households.

Water System (Tables X a-c)

For those households in the sample that indicated the use of
individval wells as the source of water, over 76 percent indicated
that it was pumped into the house, wh...e nearly 20 percent indicated

that it still was not hooked up to the indoor plumbing. These facts

" are again highlighted in the county-by-county analysis in that Tulsa,

Okmulgee, Wagoner, and Hughes counties show a high propensity to have
well water connected and pumped into the house, while for the 31
households in the McIntosh county sample, nearly 36 percent still

did not have a water source hooked up to the house.

Time in Residence in Present Home (Tables XI a-c)

In response to the question, "How long has this family lived at
this address?", the five categories for respondents were a) one throug
12 months, b) one to two years, c) two to four years, d) four to ten
years, e) over ten years. There appeared to be a fairly even distri-
bution of tenure for household occupancy by the current family resi-
dents. The percentages ranged from 15 percent in the one to two years
category up to 26 percent in the over ten years category. For the
rural households it becomes much more evident.that the family's time
in residence was longer in duration (Table XI b). Nearly 41 percent

of .the families in the rural households in the sample had resided
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there over ten years while only 17.4 of the urban housecholds in the
sample had families living there over ten years. The urban-rural
dichotomy is further shown in Table XI c when one looks at Hughes,
McIntosh, and Wagoner counties in relationship to Tulsa and Muskogee

counties (assuming the former to be rural areas and the latter urban).

-

Non-Regular Persons Currently Living at Residence (Tables XII a-c)

There was a desire on the part of Creek planning officials to
determine if non-family or non-regular household members were currently
living at residences in the Nation. There appeared to be less than
10 of the households in the sample containing residents who were not
regular household members. There appears to be very little signi-
ficant difference as to whether it is a rural household or an urban
household as defined in this particular study. In the county-by-county
analysis of non-regular persons living at that household, percentages
range from 5.2 percent in Wagoner county or 3 households to 14.5 percent

in Creek County or 12 households.

Number of Non-Regular Household Members Living in Home (Tables XIII a-c)

In following up on the non-regular household members as indicated
in the previous section, of the 100 households which indicated'non—
regular members living currently at that residence, 41 indicated one
person, 27 indicated two persons, and 17 indicated four or more persons.
This trend seems to be somewhat more obvious or predominant in the urban
households (Table XIIb) in that 75 percent indicated up to two members
who were not regular residents of that address, while the rural house-~
holds’indicated 55 percent of the households had up to two members who

were not regular residents.
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Frequency of Use of Tribal Language in the Family (Tables XIV a-~c)

In this particular study 56 percent of the households indicated
that the predominant tribal language was used seldom if ever at
that residence. A total of 28 percent indicated that it was always
or frequently used. An analysis of the urban vs. rural indicated
that the urban household members seldom use the tribal language while
49 percent of the rural households indicated the same. Also, 37
percent of the rural households as compared to 22 percent cf the
urban households indicated frequent or sole use of the tribal language.
As shown in Table XIVc 64 percent of the Hughes county households in
the sample use the tribal language frequently while 65 percent of
the Muskogee county houséﬁolds in the sample use it seldom or never.
Households in other counties (e.g., Tulsa) tend to use the tribal

language fairly infrequently.

Number of Registered voters in the Household (Tables XV a-c)

In this study 92.5 percent of the Creek Nation households
indicated two or less registered voters. Over 25 percent of the
households indicated no registered voters. Interestingly ernough,
over 45 percent of the rural households indicated two registered
voters compared witﬁ 35.7 percent in the urban households. 1In the
county aralysis (Table XVc) there seem to be comparable statistics

between each county throughout the analysis.

Propensity to Use Indian Health Services (Tables XVI a-c)

Approximately 32 percent of the household respondents indicated
no use or infrequent use of the Indian Health Service. Over 36 percent

indicated frequent or common use, while nearly 22 percent indicated
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occasional use of the Indian Health Services. As indicated in Table
XVIb, there appeared to be greater use of Indian lHealth Services in
rural houscholds, particularly by Hughes and McIntosh county respon-
dents whereas urban household respondents tended to distribute their

responses evenly over a scale from "always' to '"never".

Recent Use of Indian Health-Services (Tables XVII a-c)

In following up on the frequency of the use of Indian Health
Services by the members of the Creek Nation who participated in
this study, nearly 60 percent of the respondents indicated that one
or morc of the household members had used Indian Health Services
within the last year. This finding is somewhat predominant among
rural household respondents (Table VIIb) and is highlighted in the
county-by-county analysis by looking at Creek, Hughes, Okfuskee,

Okmulgee and McIntosh counties.

Propensity to Use Bureau of Indian Affairs Services (Tables XVIII a-c)

Over 41 percent of the households in the sample indicated that
they never used the BIA services, while 17 percent indicated frequent
or common use of the Bureau of Indian Affairs. The governmental
finding is nearly the same in comparison betweern. the urban and the
rural households in the sample, however, rural households tend to

use the services of the Bureau more frequently.

Recent Use of Bureau of Indian Affairs Services (Tables XIX a-c)

Nearly 27 percent of the households sampled indicated use of the
BIA services within the past year while 44 percent indicated that this

question did not apply to their household. Again, these kinds of
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findings are fairly comparable for the urban and rural households in
the sample (Table XIXb) as well as within the county-by-county analysis
(Table XIXc). However, some attempt should be made to follow up on

the finding to determine, within this fairly large percentage (43.84
percent) of the total sample within this study, why the "does not

apply" category is chosen so frequently.

Organizations Utilized in Time of Emergency (Tables XX a-c)

The last series of questions, wherein the household was used
as the unit of analysis and the respondent was indicating an opinion
with the family in mind, reflects a desire on the part of Creek
Nation officials to determine the services or sources sought by the
membership in time of emergency. The first question asked in this
regard was "What one organization do you (meaning this fémily) turn
to most in time of emergency?" Nearly 60 percent of the respondents
indicated that some other source, other than the BIA, the tribal
offices, or some federally-sponsored agency was turned to in the time
of emergency in the home. This was especially true of the urban
households. Rural household respondents indicated that they tended
to turn to the Bureau of Indian Affairs for help most often of the
"non-uvther" agencies. Of interest in the county-by-county analysis
for this question was the fact that Wagoner county respondents over-
whelmingly (8l percent) turned to "other" sources for hglp in time of
emergency, while McIntosh county respondents tended to turn to the

BIA for ehlp.
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Organization 'lurned to in Time of Emergency Away from Home (Tables XXI a=~c)

As in the preceding section, the "other" category was most utilized
in an emergency for most households when the family was away from
home in time of emergency. No significant differences between urban
and rural households relative tu this finding were discovered. This
overall trend was magnified in the county-by-county analysis by the
Tulsa and Wagoner county respondents, whereas the McIntosh county
sample respondents indicated that they turned to the BIA and to “"other"

sources with exactly equal frequency.

Person Turned to in Time of Emergency at Home (Tables XXII a-c)

Respondents overwhelmingly turned to a relative in time of emer-
gency as indicated in Table XXIIa. This is somewhat more pronounced
in the . ura. housgholds while in the urban households a “"friend is cited
as a source of help in time of emergency by nearly fourteen percent of
the household members. In the county-by-county analysis, (Table XXIIc)
there i, .ery little difference between the urban-rural, or total
sample responses, except that Wagoner county respondengs almost ex-

clusively (90 percent) turned to a relative for help in time of emer-

gency when at home.

Race of Friend Respondents Turned to in Face of Emergency (Tables XXIII a-c)

Nearly 56 percent of the respondents indicated that they would
turn to a friend of Indian descent in time of emergency while nearly
12 percent indicated that their preference would be non-Indian. Over
‘32 percent indicated that this question did not apply in their case
and again follow—up information should be gathered on the meaning of

this particular response. A tendency exists among rural respondents in
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this study to seek out an Indian person in the time of emergency more
frequently than their urban counterparts (Table XXIIIb) relative to
the options presented by this question. This tendency is most pre-
dominately shown in Okfuskee county (Table XXIIIc) whercas in Muskogee
and Wagoner countics neither an Indian nor non-Indian friend seemed

to apply in the case of seeking out help in time of emergency.

Person Turned to in Time of Emergency Away From Home (Tables XXIV a-c)

As was the case in the time of emergency when at home, respondents
predominately turned to a relative for assistance when away from home.
A friend or other sources of help are the other two most often mentioned
responses. As noted in Table XXIVb, this relative distribution of
responses seemed to be more pronounced in the rural setting. Among
the urban household respondénts nearly 16 percent indicated turning to
a friend, whereas less than eight percent of the rural respond;nts
turned to a friend in time of emergency away from home. The county-
by-county analysis of this question is presented in Table XXIVc and only

tends to reinforce the utilization of relatives for assistance in

time of emergency when the family is away from home.

Race of Friend Respondents Turn to in Time of Emergency Away From Home

(Tables XXV a-c)

Respondents indicated that they tended to seek help of friends of
Indian descent when an emergency arose away from home. This finding
appears to be even more pronounced if the emergency arose with a member
of a rural household, while nearly 40 percent urban household res-
pondents indicated that this Indian or non-Indian option does not apply

in their case. However, a majority (nearly 51 percent) of the urban
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respondenty indicated they would turn to an Indian friend. In studying
the county-by=-county analysis, Table XXV shows the "does not apply"
trend was most pronounced in Wagoner and Muskogee counties and perhaps
again follow-up should be conducted on what the pertinent reasons

are for this particular answer.

Individuals

Following the questions asked by interviewers of household heads
with regard to household or family characteristics, specific infor-
mation relative to the personal characteristics of each individual
household member was sought. The specific items of interest may be
found beginning with page 181 of the survey instrument (see Appendix B)

In this particular section, data were gathered on approximately
4,290 respondents living in the 1,225 households included in this
Creek Indian Nation census survey. In practically every case, the data
was gathered through the response of the same person who submitted
the answers for the household data, and as such, each individual
household member was not specifically interviewed on a one-to-one
basis with regard to their own personal characteristics. Thus the
data, as presented, represent the responses of one individual, prac-
tically always the head of the household, for all individual house-
hold members. No attempt was made to validate those verbal responses
through accessing personal files, tribal records, etc.

The following is a presentation of that Aata as it pertains to

the questions asked and the household members identified.
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Family Mumbers Living in the Houschold (Tables XXVI a-c¢)

Out of the 4,290 members identificd in this particular survoy,
only 271 household members were not classified ag fuﬁhors, mothers,
sons, and/or daughters (Table XXVIa). Of thig 217, 143 of the total
sample were classified as "other". Perhaps some follow-up on what
constitutus "other" should be undertaken. As shown in Table XXVIb,
2,513 of the indivyidual members identified in this survey reside in
urban households and 1,777 in rural househclds., Over 95 percent of
"the urban households and over 93 percent of the rural households
consisted of the immediate family (father, mother, son, daughter). A
display of these data on a county-by-county basis is depicted in

Table XXVIc.

Age of the Study Population (Tables XVII a-c)

In gathering information on the relative age of the membership
of the Creek Nation, eight categories of ages were used. Of the
4,200 respondents included in this sample, 93.8 percent were found
to be less than 65 years of age. The greates; frequency appeared in
the six to twelve year olds and thirteen to eighteen year olds
wherein approximately 33 percent of the total study population
existed. Approximately 56.4 percent of the study population was less

.than 25 years of age, as found in this particular study.

The urban vs. rural analysis (Table XVIIc) provided a further
breakdown and showed the following findings. A total of 58.13 percent
of the urban households contained members less than 25 years of age.
Also. over 14 percent of the urban households contained preschoolers
while only 9 4 percent of the rural households did so. At the other

extreme only 14 percent of the urban household members were over 50
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years old while ovor 22 porcent of the rural houvehold roupondonty
wern 51 years of age or older, In the county-hy~-county analyaisy
(Table XVI1c), many intereusting comparisons can be made but it is
especially dinteresting that in Tuloa county over 76 percent of the
housechold members in the study were less than 35 years of age while
in Hughes and McIntosh counties over 41 percent of the houschold

respondents were over 36 years of age.

Educational Level of the Study Population (Tables XVIII a-c)

In Tables XXVIII a-c the formal educational level of the study
respondents is shown. Althougl. there is no indication of the res-
pondents’ age levels in relation to education it is shown in Table
XXVIIla that 993 of the members have at least a sixth grade education,
783 members have at least a ninth grade education, and 834 out of
the 4,295 respondents have at least a twelfth qgrade or high-~school
education. Since 588 household members responded "does not apply"
to these aforementioned and other (Table XVIIIa) levels of education,
some study or follow-up of this situation mightvbe in order. As one
looks at the educational level of the study population on an urban
vs. rural basis, it may be noted that a relatively higher percentage
of the urban members, tend to complete more years of formal education
than those from the rural households. 1In fact, that trend is also

«ntinued in the county-by-county analysis in that Tulsa county resi-
dents tend to show a greater frequency of membership in the categories
suggested for higher levels of formal education than do the respondents

from the predominantly rural counties such as Hughes, McIntosh, etc.
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Hyhestl Dogres, Barned Ly the sty Population  (Tables XXIX a=c)

For all respondents combined and tor all categorfes (from Curs
tilicate ot Attondance through Post-Doctoral dtudy) an overwhelming
number redponded "does not apply".  This would fndicate no carnod
degroee ot auntained attendance completion at the higher education or
pastuceondary level.  The greatost trequeancy of respondents other
than the "does not apply" category was in the Certificate of Attondance
catequry.  Although there appeared to be no great sigqnificant differ-
ence, this trend seomed to be more pronounced in the urban population
as indicated in Table XX1Xb. More Associate and Bachelors degrees
appear to be held by Tulsa county residents, while the yreatest number
of “"does not apply" respondents reside in McIntosh and Muskogee countjes

ay indicated in this particular study.

Current Educational Status of the Study Population (Tables XXX a-c)

As shown in Tables XXX a-c, 32.4 percent of the study population
indicated current attendance in school and 90 or 2.1 percent indicated
dropping out. There appears to be no significant difference when one
looks at this on an urban vs. rural basis, (Table XXXb) or when these
data are analyzed on a county-by-~county basis (Table XXXc). In Ok~
fuskee county, 41 percent of the study respondents indicated current
attendance in school while 69 percent of the Wagoner county respon-
dents indicated that staying in school or the dropping out status
did not apply in their case. Again these data are presented without
regard to the age or formal educational status (e.g., kindergarten

to secondary educational attendance) of the respondent.
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Post-Secondary Institutional Enrollment (Tables XXXI a-c and XXXII a-c)

As evidenced in Tables XXXI a-c and XXXII a-c an effort wagA h
made to determine what particular higher or post-secondary educational
institutions in Oklahoma or out-of-state were being attended by the
membership of the Nation. All of the higher-education or post-secondary
education institutions in the state including the major universities,
Oklahoma State University (OSU) and the University of Oklahoma (ou)
the four-year colleges and universities, the junior and community
colleges, and the area vocational-technical schools, as well as the
OSU Technological Institute at Okmulgee were offered for the respondents
to indicate current or past enrollment.

As evidenced in Table XXXIa, this item did not apply to 3628
or appreoximately 84.6 percent of the membership included in this
study. A total of 87 ( 2 percent of the membership), hgd or were
attending Oklahoma State University Technical Institute at Okmulgee,
68 (1.6 percent) Bacone College, and 62 (1.5 peréent) Northeastern
Oklahoma State University.

Shown in Tables XXXI b énd c axe the responses for this item on
an urban vs. rural basig and a county-by-county analysis. Table XXXIb
shows that approximately 20 percent of the urban population had attended
or were attending a post-secondary educational institution while only
ten percent of the rural population either did not qualify of did not
attend.

Found in Table XXXII a-c is a similar analysis in which the res-
pondents were asked to indicate their second enrollment in a post-

secondary education institution. Of course, this qguestion does not
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apply to a large perggntage of the study population as many of those
eligible for post-Secoﬁdary education had attended or were enrolled

in only their first institution. fThis item was included to assess

the enrollment of the membership of the Nation in more than one
institu;ion. Though not within the scope of this study, this second
enrollment could have occurred because of graduation from a first
institution, a transfer, or for some other reason. As shown, primarily
in Table XXXIIa, less than 200 (4.5 percent) of”the study respondents
indicated a second enrollment in a post-secondary education institution.
Thirty-five of those respondents indicated second enrollment at

Northeastern Oklahoma State University at Tahlequah.

Major Tribal Affiliation (Tables XXXIII a-c)

The major tribal affiliation of the respondents was the next
item for review in this study. Tables XXXIII a-c contain responses
to this item and as expected 57 percent of the study respondents in-
dicated affiliation with the Creek Tribe. The second largest tribal
affiliation in number were Cherokee (14 percent). third largest was
Choctaw, and fourth largest was Chickasaw. As shown in Table XXXIIIb
a much larger percentage of Creek tribal affiliation is shown in the rural
househpld membership while in the urban household membership less than
one-half of the study respondents indicated Creek Tribal affiliation,
with nearly 20 percent indicating affiliation with the Cherokee tribe.
These tendencies are further highlighted in the county-by-county analysis
in that Tulsa and Muskogee counties show a somewhat more even distribu-
tion Petween Creek and Cherokee Tribal affiliation while in the more

"rural” counties (e.g., Hughes, McIntosh, Okfuskee, etc.) a much
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greater affiliation with the Creek Indian tribe is shown.

Minor Tribal Affiliation (Tables XXXIV a-c®

For those study respondents who share Indian blood between more
than one‘tribe, the minor tribal affiliation was indicated and th
data are presented as such in Tables XXXIV a-c. As exhibited in Table
XXIVa, 64 percent did not possess minor tribal affiliation. This
segment of the study population included those respondents who were
either full-blooded or possessed no Indian blood, as shown in Table
XXXIITa. The predominant minor tribal affiliation of the respondents
was the Seminole tribe (6.8 percent) followed closely by the Cherokees
(6.5 percent). Similar comparisons can be made by studying Tables
XXXIVb and XXXIVc which indicate the minor tribal affiliation of the
respondents through an urban/rural and county-by-county analysis.

Data found in those tables suggest that relatively fewer mixed-blood
or non-Indian citizens of the Creek Nation reside in the more "rural®

areas.

Degree of Major Indian Blood (Tables XXXV a-c)

As indicated in the series of Table XXXV and XXXVI over 55 per-
cent of the respondents included in this sample retain Indian blood
guantum of 50 perceht or less while approximately 33 percent or 1,432
respondents consider themselves of full Indian blood qguantum. In
the urban vs. rural analysis, Table XXXVb, over 51 percent of the
respondents in this study are more than one-half Indian descent while
barely 40 percent in the urban area households maintain this particular
personal characteristic. 1In looking at this on a counﬁy—by—county

basis as shown in Table XXXVc over 60 percent of the respondents in
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the households in McIntosh county are full-blood Indian people while
only 21 percent of the Tulsa county respondents maintain this personal
characteristic. Also of note is the fact that only 34 percent of the
respondents in Tulsa county indicate more than one-half Indian blood
quantum while over 71 percent of the McIntoéh and 59 percent Hughes

county respondents indicate more than one-half Indian blood quantum.

Degree of Minor Indian Blood (Tables XXXVI a-c)

As depicted in Table XXXVI a-c, data pertaining to the degrge
of minor Indian blood for members of the study population were gathered.
A total of 2,694 study respondents'were included in this analysis.
Some 9.5 percent of the respondents indicated 8/8 or "full blood”
for this item which defines them as full blood Indian of non-Creek
Tribal affiliation. Also, as might be expected 86.6 percent of the
respondents indicated Indian blood quantum of 50 percent (one-half
or less). 1In the urban vs. rural analysis an even more pronounced
emphasis of this trend was revealed in that nearly 90 percent of the
urban household respondents indicated one-half Indian blood quantum
or less while 82 percent of the rural household responden;s indicated

this personal characteristic. This trend was most promounced in the

_ Tulsa, Wagoner, Okfuskee, and Muskogee counties.

Total Degree of Indian Blood (Tables XXXVII a-c)

As indicated on the survey instrument (Appendix B). the data
gathered for each respondent in the preceding two sets of tables,
the total degree of Indian blood was to be determined by adding major
tribal affiliation blood quantum and minor tribal affiliation blood

quantum to arrive at total degree of Indian blood. A total of 333
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or 7.7 percent of the study population indicated no Indian blood
quantum while 53.7 percent of the study population indicated full

or 8/8 Indian blood guantum. There tended to be a greater degreev

of Indian blood quantum possessed by study respondents in the rural
areas as shown in Table XXXVIIb while 37.7 percent of the respondents
in the urban households 1ndlcated % or less Indian blood. In the
county-by-county breakdown, Table XXXVIIc, the greatest full blood
population was found in McIntire county. Also, Hughes, Okfuskee

and Okmulgee county respondents indicated a majority of full blood
Indian citizens. The greatest number of non-Indian blood quan tum
citizens was found in Wagoner (14.9 percent) and Muskogee (12.9 percent)

counties as evidenced by these data.

Understanding the Tribal Language (Tables XXXVIII a-c)

The next item for review was that of "uhderstanding the tribal
language.” Of course, a broad interpretation of tbe-definition of
"understand" is possible here; although survey interviewers were
instructed to define the term to respondents in the context that the
prevalent tribal language was used (spoken) well enough by an indi-
vidual household member to communicate their wishes, desires, intentions,
needs, etc. A total of 61 percent of the respondents indicated no
understanding while nearly 39 percent indicated that they did under-
stand the relevant tribal language for that household. As shown in
Table XXXVIIIb a more even distribution in the rural household is
shown in terms of understanding the tribal language, however the "do
not understand" respondents still outweigh the respondents who indicate

an understanding of the tribal language by approximately 57 to 43 percent.
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Of note in Table XXXVIIIc is the fact that more respondents from
Hughes, McIntosh, and Okfuskee counties indicated that they do
understand the tribal language than those that do not, particularly
in Hughes county. In the remaining five counties the opposite
trned is evident particularly among the Tulsa and the Wagoner county

respondents.

Respondents that Speak the Tribal Language Fluently (Tables XXXIX a-c)

In following up on understanding the tribal language, as shown
in Tables XXXVIII a-c¢, information was sought regarding respondents
speaking the tribal language fluently. 1In all cases, and not with-
standing the manner in which the data was analyzed, the response was
weighted heavily in favor of not séeaking the tribal language fluently
in the household. A tendency to speak the tribal language fluently
by rural respondents was noted particularly in Hughes-Seminole county.
The term "fluently" may have been subject to interpretation, but in

no county did the "yesses" outweigh the "noes."

Tribal Town Affiliation (Tables XL a-c)

The tribal town affiliation of the membership studied in this
project was the next desired piece of information. Thus, in Table
XL a-c, the appropriate tribal towns as indicated by Creek plarning

officials, and included in the survey instrument for selection by

respondents, are included. The number of respondents indicating their

affiliation with the respective and pertinent tribal town is shown
in Table XLa. This ranges all the way from no affiliation for three

of the listed tribal towns to 132 members or 3.1 percent of the study
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respondents indicating affiliation with Tokebachee. Also of note
was the fact that over 33 percent of the study respondents did not
know, while over 30 percent indicated no tribal town affiliation.
The "do not know"” or "none" response was more predominant among the
urban respondents than the rural ones as indicated in Table XLb.
The percentages for the "do not know" range from 1l percent in Hughes
county to nearly 60 percent in Creek county while those study res-
pondents indicating "no tribal affiliation" range from 11.4 percent

. :
in aughes-Seminole county to 41 percent of the respondents in Muskogee
county. Other interesting comparisons related to‘tribal town affilia-

tion of the study population can be observed in Table XLc.

Membership Contribution to Household Income (Tables XLI a-c)

As shown in Table XLI a-c, over 59 percent of the respondents
do not contribute to household income. The data are nearly the same
for urban households when compared tb rural households in Table XLIb.
In the county-by-county analysis all counties exhibit a somewhat
similar pattern in the contribution to household income except for
McIntosh county wherein aps}oyimately 53 percent of the study res-
pondents indicated contribution to household income. Né information
or data is presented with regard to the age, eéucational level, or
other pertinen; characteristics which might have some bearing on

individual respondents actively contributing to the total household

‘'
"

income.

Type of Employment of Study Respondents (Tables XLII a-c)

The four types of employment status of the respondents utilized

for the study included: a) self-employed, b) employed, c) un-
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¢mployed, d) retired, and e) does not apply. As might be expected.
Nearly 60 percent of the study respdndents indicated that the guestion
did not apply. Again, it is beyond‘the scope of this study to relate
this information to the age, educational level, or occupational skills
Or training of the respondents. However for the 1,722 respondents
Who indicated that this item did apply to them 1.028 (59.7 percent)
Were employed, 102 (5.9 percent) were sélf—employed, 374 (21.7 percent)
defined themselves as unemployed while 218 (12.7 percent) of the
Yespondents chose the retired category.

In studying the types of employment of the respondents on our
Urban vs. rural basis it can be noted from Table XLIIb that nearly
38 percent of the urban respondents chose "did not appiy' compared
to over 60 percent of the rural respondents. Of the 1,032 urban
Yespondents that chose categories other than "does not apply, 67.25
Percent were employed and 18.7 percent defined themselves as unemployed.
There is a notable shift in the rural respondents in that 48.1 percent
°f the non-"does not apply respondents were employed while a
Significantly higher percentage (26.23) of the rural respondents defined
themselves as unemployed. 1In observing the types ;f employment of
the respondents on a county-by-county basis it may be observed that the
highest percentage of employment by the non-does not apply” respondents
My be found in Tulsa county (77.23 percent) while the highest un-
®Mployment rate as defined by the study respondents is found in Okfuskee

(38. 33 percent) Hughes (30.68 percent), and McIntosh (29.31 percent)

COunties.
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Amount of Employment of the Respondents (Table XLIII a-c)

The categories offered the study respondents :n terms of the
amount of employment included: a) part-time, b) full-time, and
c) does not apply. Approximately 72.4 percent of the study respondents
chose the "does not apply” category leaving 1,149 respondents in
the study who are employed either part-time or full-time. A total of
986 (85.8 percent) of those respondents suggested full-time employ-
ment leaving 163 (14.2 percent) involved in part-time employment.
In the urban vs. rural anaiysis (Table XLIIIb) this item did
not apply to an even greater number of study respondents in the rural
sector. Also, hore urban respondents are involved in full-time em-
ployment than rural respondents (87.1 percent compared to 83.3 percent).
As shown in Table XLIIIc in the county-by-county analysis this
item did not apply to a large number of study respondents particu-
larly in McIntosh, Hughes, Okfuskee and Wagoner counties. Of the
502 respondents in Tulsa county to which this item did apply 445
or nearly 90 percent of the egployed respondents are full-time em-

ployees.

Occupational Skills of the Respondents (Tables XLIV a-c)

* As shown in the appendixes and also in Tables XLIV a-c several
occupational skill areas were suggested as choices for respondents
in this particular survey. Theée range from industrial and semi-
skilled labor categories to education, office, health, and social
science occupational skills. As shown in the appendixes, examples
of the types of jobs or skill categories that correspond to each

of the categories in the Ta-les XLIV a-c are given and the reader is

419



33

invited to make these comparisons. A total of 2 800 study respondents
indicated that this item did not apply to their occupational skill
status, while 1,418 respondents or approximately 33.6 percent of those
interviewed indicated that at least one of these categories reflected
their occupational skill. Of these, the industrial category received
the most attention, in that 299 or 7.9 percent of the study respon-
dents indicated occupational skill in the industrial area which rep-
resents over 21 percent of the "does not apply" respondents for this
item. A greater percentage of the rural respondents indicated that
this question did not apply to them than did the urban respondents. See
Table XLIVb) As might be expected, a greater percentage of urban
respondents also indicated that the office, service, and construction
areas were their occupational skills, while rural respondents indicated
the classification of industrial labor or disabled more often. These
data are presented in a county-by-county distribution in Table XLIVc
and the reader and user of this report is invited to make relative
comparisons, with respect to the county-by-county occupational skill

of interest.

Length of Time on Present Job or School (Tables XLV a-c)

Some 2,828 study respondents indicated that the length of time
they had been on their current job or school assignment did not apply.
This left 1,357 study respondents who indicated they were presently oﬁ
a job or in school. The distribution in terms of tenure was fairly
even over the age time period ranges indicated in Table XLva. A total
of 273 of the 1,357 (20.11 percent) respondents who indicated they

had a present job or school status chose the 2-5 year range while the
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sméllest percentage (1ll.2 percent) chose the 7-12 month range. In
studying the length of time on the present job or school. there appeared
to be more stability in the rural respondents since of the 530 indi-
viduals to thch this item directly applied, over 44 percent indicated
that they had been in this status for more than 6 years while only

28.8 percent or 238 out of 827 respondents in the urban setting in-
dicated that status. 1In the urban setting 21.3 percent or 176 out of
827 of the respective respondents to which this question applied had
held that present job or school position for less than 6 months. Like

comparisons can be made by observing Table XLVc containing these data

" broken down by county.

Respondents with a Physical Handicap (Tables XLVII a-c)

The last item of information gathered for analygis in this census
type survey was related to respondents with a physical handicap.
The vast majority, of course, indicated no physical handicap as evi-
denced in Table XILVIIa. The particular definition for handicap used
in this study took in a wide range of physical impariments or hindrances
that would affect one's daily movement both in work and around the
household. There seemed to be a greater preponderance of people in-
dicated in the rural areas of the Creek Nation with physical handi-
caps and this is particularly obvious when one observes the county-
by-county analysis (Table XLVIIc) in Hughes-Seminole, McIntosh, and
Creek counties. Tulsa and Muskogee county respondents revealed some-
what the opposite status among the study population in that nearly 96

percent and 95 percent, respectively of those interviewed suffered no

physical handicap.
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Through a contractua. arrangement between e Cklahoma State -

University College of , ducation, Office of Research and Projects and

‘the Creek Nation Tribal Authority of Okmulgee, Oklahoma, a census

survey of the membership of the Creek Nation was conducted. Data
were collected on a variety of'selected social, educational, and
economic characteristics of the tribal membership. These data were
gathered primarily through interviews in which an interviewer recorded
the responses of the heads of households on the survey instrument.
After the interviewers were chosen from the Creek Nation Tribal
Authority staff, a half-day training workshop in interviewing pro-
ced. . ... given by representatives of 0SU and the Creek Nation
Planning Office. Interviewees were heads of households of the
selected sample of households in the nation. Of the 5,664 eligible
households, a one-thrid sample of 1,888 households was drawn from
a master list. Actual, usable returns for computer analysis amounted
to 1,225 questionnaires.

The data were computer processed for spééd and accuracy on the
OSU IBM 360/65 systems. Data were collected and analyzed on the
household as well as individual family members residing in those
households at the current time of the interview. The final results
are presented in three formats:

A. All households and members combined,

B. An urban versus rural analysis, énd

C. A county-by-county analysis.
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As mcasured in this study, over half of the Creek Nation house-
holds earn an income of $6,000 of less. The total‘household income
tends to be lower in rural areas. Nearly 40 percent of the Creek
Nation ﬂuuscholds occupy housing on a rental basis although over 72
percent ¢f the rural households in this study occupy housing that is
at least partially owned. About half of the Creek Nation households
are finasced somewhat equally from Creek Nation Housing Authority,
Farmer's Home Administration and other sources of federal support.
The rest of the home owners, approximately 46 percent, report that
other sources of financing private homes were used. Less than 20

percent of the households surveyed in this study were found to be

on restricted land. In investigatinb the dwelling itself, nearly
29 percent of the Creek Nation households contain at least six rooms,
and 33 percent contained five rooms. Natural gas was the most pre-
valent energy source used in Creek Nation households. It was also
found that nearly 96 percent of the households in the study had
bathroom facilities located indoors. For all households combined
the predominant source of water supply was a municipal or city water
system, although rural households also used well and rural water
line sources to a significant extent .For those households in the
sample that indicated the use of individual wells, over 76 percent
indicated that it was plumbed into the house while nearly 20 percent
indicated outdoor plumbing.

In reference to how long household residents had lived in the
present dwelling, it was found that nearly 41 percent of the families
in rural households had resided at the same address over ten years

as compared to only 17.4 percent for the urban household families
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Of the 100 households in this study indicating non-reqular members
currently living at that residence, 41 indicated one person, 27 in-
dicated two persons, and 17 indicated four or more persons who were
not regqular household members.

Fifty-six percent of the households indicated that the predominant
tribal language was seldom, if ever, used at that residence, while
a total of 28 percent indicated that it was always or frequently used.

In the area of voter registration, 92.5 percent of the households
included in the study indicated two or less registered voters at that
address. With regard to the use of services available to the member-
ship, 32 percent of the respondents indicated little or no use of
Indian Health services. Of those who had used these services, nearly
60 percent indicated utilization of Indian health services within
the past year.

Over 41 percent of the households respondents indicated no use
of BIA services, while 17 percent indicated frequent or common use
of the BIA. Of those who had used BIA services, 27 percent indicated
use of the BIA within the past year while 44 percent indicated this
question did not apply to their household.

A series of question was asked of household members with regard
to services utilized in time of emergency., The majority of the respon-
dents (60 percent) indicated that some source other than the BIA,
tribal offices, or some federally-sponsored agency was turned to in
time of emergency in the home. This was especially true of urban
household respondents wherea; rural household respondents indicated
that they tended to turn to the BIA for help more often. Persons

overwhelmingly indicated that they turned to a relative in a time of
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emergency when at home and 56 percent of the respondents indicated
that they would turn t- a friend of Indian descent in the time of
emergency at home as well as away from home.

Following the questions asked by interviewer:; of the house-
hold heads with regard to household or family characteristics, specific
information on the personal characteristics of each individual house-
hold member was sought. Data were gathered on approximately 4,290
respondents living in the total 1,225 households included in this
survey. It was found that 93.8 percent of the household members was
less than 65 years of age and 56.4 pbercent was less than 25 years of
age. Although there was no indication of the respondents' age level
in relation to the education attained, of the 4,295 in this survey,
993 were enrolled in kindergarten through sixth grade 783 were in
junior high (grades 7-9) and 834 were in high school (grades 10-12).
Of those who had earned a post-secondary degree, over 80 percent in-
dicated that they held a certificate of attainment or associate of
arts degree. Of the 1,477 respondents to whom the current educational
status question applied, only 90 or slightly over 6 percent indicated
that they had dropped out of school. The question regarding post-
secondary institutional enrollment was asked of all respondents to
whom it applied. and it was found th;t all higher education or post-
secondary education institutions in the state had enrollments from the
Creek Natioqt

As expected, the major tribal affiliation of the respondents was
the Creek tribe, with the second largest tribal affiliation being the
Cherokee tribe (14 percent). With regard to the.question of degree

of Indian blood, over 55 percent of the respondents included in the
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study were found to possess Indian blood quantum of 50 percent or less,
while approximately 33 percent considered themselves full blood.

Answers to the question regarding the understanding and use of
the tribal language showed that 61 percent of the respondents indi-
cated no understanding while nearly 39 percent indicated that they
did understand the tribal language of that household. WwWith regard to
speaking the native language fluently, the response data indicated
that the majority of the individuals did not speak the tribal language
fluently.

When asked about tribal town affiliation the largest percentage
of those responding did not know their tribal town affiliatiog. of
those who did know, the 1argést percentage (3.])) of the total population
indicated affiliation with Tokebachee, with the rest of the responses
evenly distributed among other tribal towns.

With regard to tﬁe data on employment and corntribution to house-
hold income, over 59 percent of the respondents did not contribute to
household income. For the 1,722 respondents who indicated employment
status, 59 percent were employed by other than self, 6 percent were
self-employed, and nearly 22 percent defined themselves as unemployed.
Also, nearly 86 percent of the respondents to whom this question
applied indicated that they were employed on a full-time basis.

For those who were employed; several occupational skill areas
ranging from industrial and semi-skilled labor to education, office,
health, and social science occupational skills, were presented in
order to determine the types of ‘skills possessed by the respondents
(See Appendix C ). The major occupational category chosen by the
1,418 respondents to whom this question applied, was the industrial

category of employment, with nearly 8 percent of the responses.
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Data regarding the length of time on the present job or attendance
in school showed that there appeared to be more stability among the
rural respondents since over 44 percent indicated that they had been
Only 29

in the same job or school situation for more than 6 years.

percent of the urban respondents indicated this status.
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Table Ia
HOUSEHOLD INCOME

All Households Combined

_..._-......._..._____—_—_______________.__--—_—_-....‘____-__-......._

No, 4
500 - 15000 32 b6.69
1,000 - 2,000 145 11.84
2,001 - 3,000 199 16.25
3y001 - 45000 , 330 31.02
6,00t - 10,000 234 19,10'.
10,001 - 15+000 124 11.10
OVER 155000 44 3.89
MISSING ' 15 ' 1.22
"""""""""""""" rotaL  1zas
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.._.__.-.__._.-....-.—_._.—_—.___—.__._._.____._._._..__—___-....__—._—.--_.—_-—_-—-_._

..._._._.._._.—._-_-._.-....-_.—_.—..—_.—_._...__.__...._._._.—_.._.——___-.-..——.---.-.._-——-——_._..-—

1,000 - 2,000
2,001 - 3,000

3,001 - 6,000

i

6,001 10,000

i

16,001 - 15,000
OVER 15,000

MISSING

TABLE I b

HOUSEHOLD INCOME

URRAN vs RURAL

URBAN
No. %
34 4.58
68 9,16
108 14,56
237 31,94
153 20.62
102 13.75
36 4.85
4 0.54

by e

143
81

34

__._....._...—_.-—_._._‘...—...———.—.-.-—..—_-.-——_.....__..._—_.__—.—.—._-——.—-—-——.——.—_—-———————-—_.

TOTALS

61

42



TABLE I ¢

HOUSEHOLD INCOME

BY COUNTY

----------------------- EEEEK_-"'-h-_ﬁﬁéﬁéé“""—_-EEfﬁ?Béﬁ_-'-"ﬁﬁéﬁﬁéEE“-*--EQF[
CNew % TReTTTR TR “Na. 72 Re.

500 = 1,000 1 1.2 10 8.5 10 10,3 13 6.2 &
1,000 = 2,000 9 10.8 32 27.1 25 25.8 27 12,9 9
2v001 - 3,000 16 19,3 28 23,7 27 27.8 28 13,3 17
3,001 - 4,000 27 32,5 35 29,7 20 20.4 71 33.8 32
41001 - 10,000 20 24,1 10 8.5 15 15.5 44 21.0 )
10,001 - 15,000 10 12.0 3 2.8 0 0.  * 21 10,0 A
OVER 15,000 o o. 0 0. 0 o 6 2.9 1
MISSING o 0. 0 0. o o. 0 0. 0

TOTALS 83 118 97 210 75




TABLE I ¢

HOUSEHOLD (NCOME

BY COUNTY
HES McINTOSH  HUSKOGEE - ONFUSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER
T TN TR TR TNew 2 New TR TTRETTTT
8.5 10 10,3 13 4.0 6 8.0 11 B2 2% 6.0 4 6.9
27,1 25 288 27 12,9 ? 12,0 12 9.0 22 5.4 S 8.6
W7 W 282 1RI 17 27 7 200 46 10. 9 15.5

29.7 20 20,6 71 33.8 32 42.7 43 32,1 136 31,3 15 25.9

8.5 15 15.5 44 21.0 6 B.0 15 11.2 101 23.2 19 12.8

2.5 0 0.  * 21 10,0 4 5.3 19 14,2 71 14.3 S 8.6

0. 0 o, & 2.9 1 1.3 & 4.5 30 6.9 0 o0,

0. o o, 0 o, 0 0. 1 .7 I 1 1.7
T 7 20 B 134 435 s8

£




TABLE Ila

HOUSING STATUS
(Home owrership)
All Households Combined

._.-.—-_.._.._.--._._._._._...._._._._._._.--_-—.—._.—....—.-.-.—_.—.—.—.—.—.—._——.—-—

No. Z
FULLY OWNED 556 45,39
FARTIALLY OWNEL 121 9.88
RENTED 487 39.76
OTHER 60 4.90
MISSING 1 0.08
TOTAL 1225

(o)
—

4q
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TABLE IIb

HOUSING STATUS
(Home owriepghip)
URBAN vs RURAL

---—--._.-.._.__..__———.—-—_.—.—._._—.—_-.-—-—._...._.—._._._..._.._._.————___.—_.——-—_.—___._...———____

URBAN RURAL

No. T % “No. T %
FULLY OWNED 270 36.39 286 59,21
FARTIALLY OWNED 58 7.82 63 13.04
RENTED 391 52.70 964 '19.88
OTHER 22 2.96 38 7.87
MISSING 1 0.13 0 0.00

TOTALS 742 483




TABLE Ilc

HOUSING STATUS
(Home ownership)

BY COUNTY
ToTTTTTmmmmTTETeTT CREEN HUGHES INToen T THUSKOGEE | ONFUSNEE
TRNTTTY TNew 4 Now % ho % TNee %
FULLY OWNED 54 45.1 82 9.5 37 36.1 100 47.6 44 98,7
PARTIALLY OWNED 4 4.8 13 11,0 % 9.3 4 1.9 9 12,0
RENTED " 23 27.7 20 16.9 17 17.5 104 49.5 18 24.0
OTHER 2 2.4 3 2.5 34 3%.1 2 1.0 4 5.3
MISSING " 0 0. % O 0. 0 0, 0o 0. 0 0.
TOTALS a3 118 97 - 210 75




TABLE Ilc '

HOUSING STATUS
(Home ownership)

BY COUNTY

MCINTOSH AUSNOGEE ONFUSREE | ONMULGEE  TULSA WAGNER

TRTTTTTRT e TR TTRe TR TTRes X TTRee T T Na. %
37 38.1 100 47.6 44 58.7 75 56.0 124 28.5 32 55.2
9 9.3 a 1.9 9 12.0 15 11.2 54 12.4 12 20.7
17 17.5 104 49.5 18 24.0 38 28.4 249 57.2 12 20.7
32 35.1 2 1.0 a 5.3 6 4.5 8 1.8 1 1.2
o o. o o. o o. o o. o o. 1 1.7
97 210 75 134 435 58

67

oY

O
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TABLE IIIa

FINANCING OF FRIVATELY OWNED HOMES

All Households Combined

o R e S s et e Em S s M- G S Ay R M s G i T 08 M G e e e

No. Z
CREEK NATION 117 17.26
HIP 2 0.29
FHA 44 6,49
OTHER FEDERAL 56 8.26
PRIVATE FUNDING ‘ 144 21.24
NONE OF THESE ‘ 315 46,46
MISSING 0 0.00
T T YovaL 78

£8
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TABLE IIIb

FINANCING OF PRIVATELY QWNED HOMES

UREAN vs RURAL

v

''''''''''''''''''''''''''''' urRranN  mumaL
“Noe % “No. %
CREEK NATION 27 8.21 90 25.79
HIP 0 0.0C 2 0,57
FHA 33 10.03 11 3.15
OTHER FEDERAL 44 13,37 12 3.44
FRIVATE FUNDING 100 30.40 44 12.61
NONE OF THESE 125 37.99 190 54.44
MISSING 0 0.00 0 0,00

TOTALS 329 349

69




TABLE IIIc

FINANCING OF PRIVATELY OWNED HOMES

BY COUNTY

N ) CREEK  HUGHES MCINTOSH  HMUSKOGEE  OKFUS.
TNo. % he. 4 Ne. % Tmen % e
CREEK NATION 18 31,0 44 44,3 2 4.3 4 3.8 17
HIP o o, 0 0. o o. o o, 0
FHA 1 1.7 2 2.1 o o. 2 1.9 5
OTHER FELERAL 2 3.4t 2 2.1 1 2.2 15 14.4 4
PRIVATE FUNDING - 16 17.2 4 4.2 4 8.7 24 23.1 9
NONE OF THESE 27 46.6 43 45,3 39 B84.8 59 54,7 18
MISSING o o, o o, o o. 0 0. 0
TOTALS - 58 . 95 a6 104 . 53

70




TABLE IIIc

NG OF PRIVATELY OWNED HOMES

BY COUMTY

INTOSH MUSKOGEE OKFUSKEE  OKMULGEE TULSA
0. A No, p4 No.— ) Z -No. 7 No. B
2 4.3 4 3.8 17 32.1 21 23.3 6

o o. o o. o o, 2 2.2 0

0 0. 2 1.9 5 9.4 3 3,3 29

1 2.2 15 14.4 4 7.5 2 2.2 28

2 5.7 24 23.1 9 17.0 18 20.0 65
39 84.8 59 55,7 18 34.0 44  48.9 50

o 0. o o. 0 o. o o, 0
06 104 53 90 178

WAGNER
t No. %
3.4 2 4.4
0, o 0.
16.3 v 0.
15.7 2 4.4
36,5 8 17.8
28.1 33 73.3
0. o 0,
43

eV

71
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TABLE IVa
LANDOLORL 'OF RENTAL HOUSING

All Households Combined

NOo Z
FRIVATE | 373 76,59
CREEK NATION 39 8,01
OTHER FELERAL 42 .42
NONE OF THESE 33 6.78
MISSING 0 0.00
T T T T T e AL T T Tagz T

72

50
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TABLE IVb
LANDLORD OF RENTAL HOUSING

URBAN vs RURAL

T o T T L T T T T i 772 ™™ o s e e 7 o s o e e e e e e e 4 = S e o e e e S o e o S e e e o S o e oot oo o e oo

URBAN RURAL

No. z No. z
FRIVATE 303 . 78.01 48 70.83
CREEKN NATION 28 7.16 11 11.46
OTHER FEDERAL 41 10.49 1 1.04
NONE OF THESE 17 4,35 16 16.67
MISSING 0 0.00 0 0.00

TOTALS 391 ?6




1ABLE IVc
i LANDLORD OF RENTAL HOUSING

9Y COUNTY

----o-----—ﬂ--—-—-n-——-—u-—--—.-ﬁ—-—-um—--——--n_-———-‘-———H—-l—--. e S S S . ek D R e R L bk b e D W Y A S

- - —— " = 0 Rk . Tt T — A " - e g, T e A - —

_———_-———qm-——————n—-——-—-—-——-q-_--u-...-.-._—--.-..-—————.um—————.mm—————-.u_———q-n-————-m—-—-———u—n--.-

FRIVATE 20 87,0 11 §5.0 B 47.1 95 91,3 4 22,2
CREEK NATION 1 4.3 0 0. 9 52.9 2 1.9 11 1.1
OTHER FETERAL o o, 1 50 o o. 4 3.8 2 111
NONE OF THESE 2 8.7 B 40,0 o o, 3 2.9 1 5.6
MISSING o o, o o, ¢ S . 0 o o 0
TOTALS 23 20 17 104 18

74




TABLE IVc

LANLGLORD OF RENTAL HOUSING

u-n--———u——_—----—g———_m_———-—--._——-..u.-.n_———-.-un-—-—--—---—---—-——n_---n—-n--—_——--—--h—-—--—

BY COUNTY
McINTOSH MUSK* GEE OKFUSKEE
Noo Z  Nee 72 Ne. =
0 8 47.1 95 91,3 4 22,2
9 52.9 2 1.9 11 61,1
) o o. s 3.8 2 11.1
) 0 0, 3 2,9 1 5.6
o 0. . no o, 5 3.
17 104 18

TULSA

No. 4

204 Bl.9
0 0.
35 14,1
10 4.0
0 0.

249

——-—.n—-————n—---——u——-—-——-u-._u-———-n-u——---————----—

WAGNER
" No. %
12 100.0
0 0.
0o 0.
0 0.
o o,
12

75

4°]



TABLE Va

HOUSING ON RESTRICTED LANID
All Households Combined

NO . Z
ON RESTRICTED LAND 242 19.76
NOT ON RESTRICTED LA 983 80,24
MISSINC 0 0.00
TOTAL 1225

5 76

53
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TABLE Vb
HOUSING ON RESTRICTED LAND

URBAN vs RURAL

UREAN RURAL
“No. Z “No. %
ON RESTRICTED LAND 53 7.14 189 39,13
NOT, ON RESTRICTED LA 689 92,86 294 60.87
MISSING 0 0.00 0 0,00
roTALS 742 483

-1
-~




TABLE Vc
HOUSING ON RESTRICTEL! LAND

BY COUNTY
) CREEK - HUGHES MCINTOSH  MUSKOGEE  OKFUSKEE
TTNee 7 New % Nee % Now 7z TNe. Ty
ON RESTRICTED LAND 24 28,9 36 30.5 56 57.7 20 9.5 32 42,7
NOT. ON RESTRICTED LA $9 71,1 B2 &9.5 41 42,3 190 90.5 43 5.3
MISSING 0o 0. o 0. o 0. o 0. 0o 0,
TOTALS - 63 118 97 210 75

78




TABLE Vc
HOUSING ON RESTRICTED LAND

RY COUNTY
S MCINTOSH  NUSKOGEE  OKFUSKEE  OKHULGEE Tusa UAGNER
% No. z Moz Kee X WNow X Nee % THew %

30.9 sé 87.7 20 9.9 32 42,7 35 26,1 21 4.8 12 20.7
59+ 3 41 42.3 190 90.5 43 37.3 99 73.9 414 95,2 46 79.3

0. 0 0. 0o 0. 0 0, 0 0. 0 0. o 0.
97 210 75 134 43S 58

.
‘Y

SS




TABLE VIa
NUMEER OF ROOMS IN DWELLINGS

ALl Househopldg Combinmed

No. Z
Orie 1 0.08
Two 19 1.55
Three ' 67 5.47
Four’ 186 15,18
Five 408 33,31
Six 35S 28,98
More tham six 189 15,43
MISSING 0 0.00
"""""""" TOTAL 1225 TTTTTTTToS

31

O

ERIC




TABLE VI b
NUMBER OF ROOMS IN DWELLINGS

URBAN vs RURAL

iJRBAN RURAL

Ne. % “No. %
One 1 0.13 0 0.00
Two 15 2,02 4 0.83
Three 41 5.93 26 5.38
Four 113 15.23 73 15,11
Five 238 32.08 170 35.20
Six 221 29.78 134 27.74
More tham six | 113 15.23 76 15.73
MISSING 0 0.00 0 0.00

TOTALS 742 483

31
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- o oo o -

TABLE VIc

NUMEER OF ROOMS IN DWELLINGS

- - -

e it E e R T T L ey p——

----u-—----q—---—---n----q--u--—---q—--&—--n——-4—--—-—-u-——n----—----ﬂ-——----a—----l-un----ﬁ--

Five

Six

Mqre t-

MISSING

82

TOTALS

HUGHES

% Ne. %
0. 0 o

1.2 1 .8

4.8 3 2.5

22,9 15 12,7

37 34 28.8

2645 43  3Jb.4

10.8 22 18,4

6Y COUNTY

MCINTOSH  MUSNOGEE
N % TRe Y

1 1.0 o o,

2 2.1 o o,
11 11,3 5 2.4
16 16,5 27 12,9
34 35.1 &9 30,9
27 27.8 . 70 33.3
& 6.2 39 1g..

o 0. o 0.

97 210

5.3
17.3
35,0
26,7
13.3

0.




TABLE vIc
R .
WHEED OF koons 4N ey pugs
By cguNTY
8 IN OSSN OBy AR SRR R GAULGEE TR e
_— e ~__°E 33 OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER

'l 0. : e . 'ﬂ-‘-_ -
X N % No D No. ” No. A No. 2 No. v

-

0, o1, ° o, 0 o, o o, o 0, o o,
8 22, o o, L1,z o7 13 3.0 0 o,
S B S I > 2 4 8.3 5 45 30 4.9 382
130 16 16.3 27 13.9 13 17,3 23 17,2 71 14.3 | 1 1.7

2 4 3 '

e.& 3 3\4.1 69 32.9 27 36.0 47 3501 143 32.9 21 3602
3 2 2 3 9

6‘4 .-7 "7.8 . 70 36‘3 20 26.7 39 29'1 113 2600 1 2509

1 . \
8.¢ b &5 39 ig," 19 13,3 18 13.4 45 14,9 18 1.0
“0-! 0---‘.0t O- 0‘ 0 0. o o' 0 0. o OO
97 210 75 134 43S 58

8S




TABLE \«'T

TYFE g HEATING yg

All Householgs
Metuiral Gae
Electric
Wood/Coyy
LPG (Frorgpne)
Neher
MISSING

————— TOTAL

34

la

g IN THE HOME

Ccomuined
______ ;:J('Jo ——N;:--_““
938 76.57
32 2,61
40 3.27
215 17.5%
0 0,00
0 0.00
TTTiezs T

n
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TABLE VIIb

TYFE OF HEATING USED IN THE HOME

URBAN vs RURAL

URBAN RURAL
No. o No. %
Natural Gas 7il 95.82 227 47 .00
Electric 20 2.70 12 Z2.48
Weod/Coal J ] 0,13 3% 8.07
LFG (Fropare) , 10 1,35 205 42,44
Other 0 0,00 (0] 0.00
MIS3ING 0 0.00 0 0.00
TOTALS 742 483

-




TABLE VIIC

TYFE OF HEATING USED IN THE HONMC

BY COUNTY
ST e CREEK HUCHES MCINTOSH  HUSKOGEE  ONFUSKEE™
Che 4 TR T TR B
______________ _;___,,__,,_____._._.._______,__,._...__........,..___,___,___,____,____,_________,______......!._....________
Notural Gas .f .57.8° 75 63,6 36 371 186 886 47 o
Electric o 2 24 . 1 g 2 2.1 5 2,9 1 1,2
Uood/Caal I 3.6 3 2.5 2 22 3 1.4 4 5.3
LFG (Prapane) 36139 3 37 3 15 21 23 3007
Other o o, 0 o, o o, o o, 0 o,
MISSING o o, o o, o o. o o, o o,
roTALS 83 118 97 210 75




TABLE VIIC

TYFE OF HEATING USED IN THE HOMC

EY COUNTY
HES MCINTOSH  RUSNOGEE  ORFUSEF ~ ORMOLGEE " TUSA WAGNER
LNz we 7 The T TR TRETTTR T

—-..-.——-u-.-—--——---———-.-u—-—---————-—--------————----——_

.8 2 241 6 2.9 1 1.3 3 2,2 14 3,2 2 3.4
2.5 2 20,7 J 1.4 4 5.3 S 3.7 0 0, 0 0,
33.1 2.1 15 7.4 23 30.7 34 25.4 15 3.4 16 27.6
0. 0. o 0. 0 0. Q0. 0 0. 0 0.
0. 2 0. ¢ 0. 0 0. o 0. 0 0. 0 0.

97 210 75 134 435 1)

87

0
-




TABLE VIIIa
LOCATTON OF BATHROOM FACILITTES

All Households Combimed

INDOGRE 1172 05.67
OUTDOORS 53 4.33
MISSING o 0 ¢.00
TOTAL 1228
g9

o

62



TABLE VIIIb
LOCATION OF BATHROOM FaCILITIES

JRBAN ve RURAIL

URBAN RURAL
No. % “No. P
INDOORS T3 9 33 435 90.06
QUTDOORS o 0,67 48 9,94
MISSING 0 0.00 0 0.00
FOTAL S 742 483

3Y




TARBLE IXa

WATER S0URCE OF THE RESIDENCE

411 Households Combined

e

WELL 187 15,27

RUKAL WATER LINE 100 B.16

CITY WATE™ 925 75.51

FOND 5 0.41

MISSING 8 0,65
TOTAL 1225

SRV




TABLE IXb

m

WATER SGuly, QF THE RESIDENG
URBAN vea RURAL

URDZAN RURAL,
No. A NO . 4

RURAL WATER LINE 3 0.40 67 20,08
CITY WATER 728 98,11 197 40,79
POND 0 0.00 5 1,04

MISSING 1 0.13 7 1.45

5 91

ERIC




TABLE IXc

WATER SOURCE OF THE RESIDENCE

BY COUNTY

CREEN HUGHES MCINTOSH MUSNOGEE OKFUSKEE

No. Noo 7% no. % No. No. %
WELL 26 31.3 39 33,1 31 32.0 14 4.7 22 29,3
RURAL WATER LINE 24 23,9 0 0. 23 23,7 5 ¢4 7 9.3
CITY WATER 33 19.8 22 41,0 43 44,3 190 v0.§ 32 56,0
FOND 0 0. 1 .8 0 0, 0 0, 3 4.0
ﬂISSING J 0. & 501 0 (VN 4 .5 1 103

rOTALS 83 118 97 210 75

92




TART  T¥C

WATER SOUKCE .¢ THE RESIDENCE

Y COUNtY
HES McINTOSH MJUSNOGEE ONFUSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER

7 oo % o . Voo & her Tx No. % No. %
0o 23 03,7 5 2.4 7 9.3 27 20.1 7 1.6 7 12,1
61,0 43 44.3 190 90.9 42 54,0 Y2 48,7 405 93.1 40 -469.0

o b U 0. 0 Q. K 4,0 Q 0, 1 2 0 0.
5,1 0 0. ) o5 1 1,3 0 0, 0 0, 0 0.

97 210 75 134 43% 38

93

99
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TABLE Xa
wWELL WATER PUMPED TO HQUSE?
All Households Combined

ves [T IS 143 76047
NGO IT IS NOT 37 19.79
MISSING V4 J.74
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TABLE Xb
WELL WATER PUMPED TO HOUSE®

URBAN vs RURAL

URRAN RURAL
No. % No. %
YES IT IS 8 8000 135 76.27
t IT IS #0T 1 10.00 36 20.34
1 S ING 1 10.00 6 3+39

TaraLs 10 177

9




-A—---u--__-—uo-nn--n--—--———-.~.---u-—«---.—-—— . e e m. e m.

--nu--.——-ﬂﬁu—-——-—---‘-—-———-—-——-—--—-.-—u-—---u———n—---m-----—-—-n&u

TeS [T 1S
HO LT IS nNOT

NISSING

--uc-------—-o———--l—-——-mh-—n----m-nu-qn--—--—---

tUTALS

-

)0

S e -

A s S -

————————

B e D —

TABLE Xc

WELL WATER PUMFED TO HOUSE?

TR S b w v e e e -y

BY COUNTY
MUSKOGEE
Z No. b4
8.1 10 /1.4
35,5 3 28.4
b, 0.
14

--------------ﬁ

-u-—----.—..un——-m—-‘_---.--—-———_--n.------



TABLE Xc '
WELL WATER PUMFED TO HOUSE?
BY COUNTY -
McINTOSH  MUSKOGEE  GRFUSKEE OKMULGEE oL T WAGNER
No. % No. % No. % No. % No. % No. %
18 58.1 10 71.4 16 72.7 12 80,0 20 90.9 10 90.9
11 35,9 4 28.6 5 22,7 16,7 1 4.5 1 9.1
2 4.5 o o, 1 4.5 2 13,3 1 4.5 0 0.
31 14 22 15 22 11

97

69



TABLE XIa
TIME IN RESIDENCE IN PRESENT HOME

All Households Combined

NO . r4
1l - 12 months 240 . 192.59
1 - 2 years 192 15.67
2 - 4 years 243 19.249
4 -10 years 223 18.20
ODver ten gears 327 26,69
MISSING 0 0.00
T TTTTTTRTAL T T T I3
c:fi‘

08
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TABLE XIb

TIME IN RESIDENCE IN PRESENT HOME

URBAN vs RURAL

e S ey ot M gy e Y M Beev T Sty S e gy Mev MUY hace MU TR s 1ot heew Meww Maew Seew haee eew Raew heww FEm Meew Meww heee Ymm Meew mm aew 4okt 141s Maw Meww Meew Tmm bies s Sl e Mt e Mews Meww woet ee mow e

URBAN RURAL

NO. yA No 7
1 - 12 morths 179 24,12 61 , 12,63
1 - 2 gears 143 19,27 49 10,14
2 - 4 ygears 148 19.95 14+ 19.67
4 -10 years 143 19.27 8o 16.56
Over ten years 129 17 .39 198 40,99
MISSING o 0.00 0 0.00

TOTALS 742 483

44



TABLE XIc
VIME IN RESIDENCE IN PRESENT HOME

EY COUNTY

"""""""""""""""""" CREEK  NUGHES | MeInTosn  MUSKoREE T oNiaNER

e TR TR TR T Na
1 = 12 months 15 18.1 P 7.4 10 10,3 S6 28,7 ¥ 12
1~ 2 gears 8 9.4 16 13,4 16 10,3 29 13,8 12 14,
2 = 4 years 15 18,1 2?7 22,9 18 1B.6 31 14,8 16 21
4 -10 vears 17 20,3 21 17,8 18 18.4 43 20.5 15 20,
Over ten years 23 33,7 43 3841 41 42,3 S1 24.3 23 30-|
HISSING VN o 0, 0 0. 0 0. 0 0,
"‘f;‘j'. ------------------------------------------------------------ o - e o e e 0 e -

IUTALS 83 118 97 210 75

100




TABLE XIc

I[AME IN RESIDENCE IN PRESENT HOME

RY

COUNTY

..-......n-—-n--.u.._.....----...-—-—-—-——v....._q--—-n--.-..—-.-

- - T -

22,9 18 18,6
17.8 18 18.¢4
368.1 41 . 42.3

—-n----..._--------.----....-—--------n--.-----n--

I—---u-——---—---——------—--------H----q_-—---

G M S W e

OKMULGEE  TULSA

-No. V4 No: b4
27 20,1 109 25,1
15 11,2 93 21.4
29 2.4 94 21.6
19 14,2 - 74 17.3
44 32,8  §3 14.8
o 0. o o0

134 435

7
12
30

.

58

10.3
12,1

20,7
1.7

0.

101

L
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TABLE XIIa
NON-REGULAR PERSONS CURRENTLY LIVING AT YOUR HOME?

All Households Combined

e o T e T e e e e e T e s T G4 = = = = e s . e o et s oo ooen S

No., %
YES THERE ARE 100 8B.16
NO THERE ARE wNOT 1125 ?1.84
MISSING - : 0 0.00



TABLE XIIb

74

NON-REGULAR PERSONS CURRENTLY LIVING AT YOUR HOME?

URBAN vs RURAL

___..-.,_..._.._____._.......___..__.___,._.»-—._._-—-~_—-.._..---....-..-...~.....---.......—-...—.—.-.....-........-.-......—..—_-«»-——

URBAN RURAL
r;;'o.- A No. 7
YES THERE ARE &4 8.63 36 7.45
NO THERE ARE NOT 678 91.37 847 ?2.55
MISSING , 0 0.00 0 0.00
T0TALS 742 483




YES THERE ARE

NG THERE ARE NOT
MISSING

101

[
TABLE XIlc¢

NON-REGULAR FERSONS CURRENTLY LIVING AT YOUR |

[tY COUNTY
T eReER T HUGHES - MCINTOSH MUSNOGEE - ORFUSKE
TTTNe. Ty T CNew E TTReITTTS “Na. T
12 14,3 2 7.4 14 14,4 16 7.4 7
71 85,9 109 92,4 B3 85.6 194 92.4 48 9
v 0. (VR 0 0. 0 0, 0




TABLL Xl1lc¢

ERSONS CURRENTL Y LIVING AT YOUR HOME?

WY CQUNTY

B o A e b e

TCINTOSH  HUSKOGEE  ORFUSKEE — GRAOLGEE™™" TUsA T  anenER T
No TR TR TR Mo TR TR TRe Ty
14 1404 14 7.4 70093 12 9.0 28 4.0 3 s
83 854 194 9204 49 90,7 122 91,0 409 94.0 55 4.8
o o. o o. o o, o o, o o, o o.
92 210 75 134 . 433 L

St




TABLE XITIa
NUMBER OF NON-KEGULAR HOUSEHOLD MEMRERS LIVING IN
All Housoholds Combinmed

....___._.._-.___.___..............____.........._........._...___-._..._,-‘_._.._

NO. Z
ONE ' a1 41.00
TWO 27 27.00
THREE 6 6.00
FOUR 11 11,00
FIVE OR MORE o 6.00
HISSING 9 $.00
T IO AL T 100

106




TABLE XITIbL

NUMBER OF HUON=-REGULAR HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS LIVING IN
URBAN vis RURAL

WG er LN M T B W e o e b S S e

ST T oRBhN"“‘“_‘M‘ RURAL
N;o B A 'NOO Z
OnE 29 45,31 12 J3.33
TWY 19 29.69 '8 22.22
THREE 3 4,47 3 B.33
FOUR ) ?.37 S 13.89
FIVE OR MORE 3 4,69 3 8.33
MISSING 4 6.25 S 13.89
TOTALS 64 36

107




NUMBER OF NON-REGULAR HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS LIVING IN

TABLE XIIIc

BY COUNTY

CREEK MEHES HINTOSH WUSKOGE Uk ouens TULA e

No. 7 No. Z -NU. A NOo Z NOO Z NOO z NQ! 7 NQO Z
0N SR T VR T B ST 00 ) 3
g PRI 202 6y {4 g g 54 7wy g 3
THREE A N YR ET 00 138 g o
FOuR MR A N R ) el 2oy opg
FIUE OR MoRE L I {5 R N X O R S, 00 227 g o
HISSING L83 3 mI 2 wg U O A T )

T07ALS 12 9 14 1 7 12 % 3

0

109



TABLE XIVa

FREQUENCY OF USE OF TRIBAL LANGUAGE IN THE FaMILY

All Households Combined

—-....————_.—.......—_._...—.._._.._._...._..._———-.—.—--_......__.......____._.-_._._........._

No. 4

Alw3awys 217 17.71
Frecuently - 126 10.29
Occasionally 182 14.8¢
Seldom 182 14,86
Never 3517 42.20
MISSING h 1 T 0.08
""""""""""""""" TOTAL 1225 TTTTTT

110
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TABLE XIVb
FREQUENCY OF USE OF TRIBAL LANGUAGE IN THE FAMILY

URBAN vs RURAL

URRAN RURAL.

No. % No. z
Always 88 11.864 129 26,71
Freauently 75 10.11 31 10.5¢
Occasionally 117 15,77 65 13,44
Neverp 324 42,867 193 39.94
MISSING 1 0.13 0 0,00

TOTALS 742 483
111




TABLE XIVc
FREQUENCY OF USE OF TRIBAL LANGUAGE IN THE FAMILY

BY COUNTY

-----------------------------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------- -

CREEN HUGHES MeINTOSH  KUSKOGEE  ORFUSKEE  OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER

No No» 7 No» 7 Noo 7 Noo 7 Noo 7 No. % Noo %

----------------------------------

Aluays | SRS WA M RS2 1500 R B 19 44 B 1l8
Freauently S8 190 6 &2 18 B 15 200 15 012 W 9.§ Y
Uccasionally LML N8 8 82 RIS 02T M &S5 8
- Selgon G 1085 9 T R 152 13 1619 8 189 4 69
Never 390422 11 %I 13 30 g so.s' 15200 47 31 27 522 38 eSS
HISSING 0 0 0 0 00 0 o.' 0 0 0 o, 2 0
AL B 118 97 210 75 mo 433 58

| —
Jr——t
O




TABLE XVa |
NUMBER QOF REGISTERED VOTERS IN THE HOUSEHOLD
All Housenolds Combinen

NO. A
NONE | 318 25,964
ONE 330 26,94
Two | 486 39,67
THREE 66 5,39
FOUR 17 1.39
FIVE S 0.41
MORE THAN FIVE 2 0,16
MISSING 1 0,08
T TOTAL 1225 TTTTTTTS

114
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TABLE XVb
NUMEER OF REGISTERED VOTERS IN THE HOUSEHOLI
| UREAN vs SURAL

UREAN RURAL

No. T z Ne. T %
NONE 229 30.84 89 18,43
ONE 205 27,63 125 25.88
TWO 263 35,71 221 45,76
THREE , 30 4,04 36 7.45
FOUR 7 0,94 10 2,07
FIVE 4 0.54 1 0,21
MORE THAN FIVE 1 0.13 1 0.21
MISSING 1 0,13 0 0.00




i

TABLE XVc
NUMRER OF REGISTERED VOTERS IN THE HOUSEROLD

BY COUNTY

--------------------------------------------- Oy D e O o b -y

(REEK HUGHES MeINTOSH  MUSNOGEE  OKFUSKEE  DKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER

NONE 32 38 SR K VIR TH R U (I D PO VY0 B I VIV R 1. O T 1 1

O S NE AT B 89 60 2N B0 09 109 Bl 20 345
0 22755 M SR M WT R AT S 48 13 BRI 3 8B
THREE | 8 9% B &8 7 03 0 4B 4 B0 6 45 16 37 3 52
FOUR SRS A T R C O S 2 A O e N 0
FIVE TR S ST A L2 0o, 280 0
RORE THAN FIVE 00 1 8 0 6 00 00 oo 4y 20 0
HISSING N T O O A T T T T R S Y
1aTALS 83 118 9 210 75 134 435 58

1S _ 117




TABLE XVIa
HOW OFTEN [IOES THIS HOUSEMOLLD USE

INOIAN HEALTH SERVICES?
All Houszeholds Combired

e T s e e e e T S e s e e e e o e oo o e ooen it = e e o e e e S — o

No. Z
Alwuays 390 31.84
Freauently ' 178 14,53
Occasionslly 266 21.71
Seldom 138 11.27
Never 252 20.57
MISSING 1 0.08
T ToTaL | 1225
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TABLE XVIb

HOW OFTEN DOES THIS HOUSEHOLIDT USE
INDIAN HEALTH SERVICES®?
URBAN vs RURAL

UREAN RURAL

Ne. T z No. Ty
Always 179 24,12 211 43.49
Freauently 114 15.36 ' 64 13.25
Occasiorally 170 22.91 96 .19.88
Seldom 96 12094 42 8070
Never 182 24.53 70 14,49
MISSING 1 0.13 0 0.00

TOTALS 742 483

119




TABLE VI

HOW OFTEN BOES ThIg HUSEHOLD UsE
INDIAN HEALTH SERVICES?

----------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------

Freauently
Cocasional)y
Seldon

Never

NISSING

---------------------

12,0

----------------------------------

1210

BY COUNTY

WGHES  MelnToay WSNGGEE  OhFuseee T Ty VGNER
L e TR N o g
6L SN 5 s gy W 307 3 o9 06 244 2 414
714 ¢ 42 B 181 14 2.3 B %7 4 15 6 10,3
0169 15155 g AT VA LN Y T N TR 8.6
085 10 103 B8 2 27 p oy W 4 4
1085 14 14,4 B W2 8109 ¢ 64 111 %5 g 2.8
0 0 0 0 o0 g, 0 0, Y B
118 9 210 75 134 43¢ 5



TABLE XVIIa

THIS HOUSEHOLLD HAS USEL INDIAN HEALTH SERVICES

WITHIN THE LAST:!
All Households Combined

NOo 4
One Year 730 59.59
Three Years 109 8.90
Five Yesars 48 3.92
Ter Years 63 9.14
Does Not Arrly 274 22.37
MISSING ' 1 0.08
”””””””””””””” TOTAL  1m85 TTTTTT

122




TABLE XVIIb

THIS HOUSEHOLD' HAS USEDNl INDIAN HEALTH SERVICES
WITHIN THE LAST?
UREBAN vs RURAL

UREAN RURAL

“No. z “No. Z
Orie Year 422 56.87 308 63.77
Three Years é8 P.16 .41 8.49
Five Years 20 2.70 28 5.80
Ten Years 41 T.953 22 4.55
Ioes Not Asely 190 25,61 84 17,39
MISSING 1 0.13 0 0.00

TOTALS 742 483

Q 123




TABLE KVIIc

THIS HOUSEHOLD HAS USED INDIAN WEALTH SERVICES
K WITHIN THE LAST:

BY COUNTY
"""""""""""" CREEK UGS ReINTOS - muAroece ORFUSKEE  OKMULGEE  TULSA . WAGAER
I S Ry Lo 4 Nk o
One Year QOTRT AWK I T S B0 W 2 1 s T 569
Three Years AL T A A < TH O R X R R R 234
FLVP Years ! 1.2 12 1002 6'6'2 ] 204 1 1.3 2 105 19 4.4 1107
Ten YNTS 2 2'4 9 706 2 il ) 209 3 607 8 60 29 607 2 304
loes Not APPI“J i 13n3 10 8,9 17 1705 59 28'1 12 18,0 23 1807 114 26.2 20 34.5
HISSIHG R 0 0
YOTALS 83 18 9 210 3 134 438 5
o
121

12

)



TABLE XVIIIa
HOW OFTEN DOES THIS HCUSEHOLD USE

RUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS’Y SERVICEST?
All Households Combined

No. 7
Always 110 8.98
Freauently . 107 8.73
Dcecassionally ' 231 18.86
Celdom 271 22,12
Never ' 5095 41,22
MISSING 1 0.08
TOTAL 1225

126




TABLE XVIIIb

HOW OFTEN DOES THIS HOUSEHOLLD USE
BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS’ SERVICES?
URBAN vs RURAL

o o e o e e e e et s s e .-—u—l——‘u——u—u—u——-—u—.—u———u———u—u—u——u—u—u——uu—————M————.———l—.——

UREAN RURAL

“No. % “No. g
Always 47 6.33 63 13.04
Freauently 59 7.95 48 9.94
Occasiorallu 156 21,02 75 15.53
Seldom , 173 23,32 98 20,29
Never 306 41,24 199 41,20
MISSING 1 0.13 0 0,00

TOTALS 742 483




-----------------

-----------------

Freauently
Occasionally
Seldon

Never

HISSING

-----------------

TOTALS

TABLE WVIlIc

HOW OFTEN TOES THIS HUSEHOLD USE
HUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS SERVICES?

&Y COUNTY
"""" &Ef"""ﬂ%%?""ﬂﬁﬁﬁf""ﬁﬁﬁﬁ"'Eﬁﬁ§fh"ﬁwwﬁu WS weNR

T T Ty T A N E ey
14 16,9 14 11,9 . i a7 13 bid 4 5,3 {4 1.9 20 4,4 J 502
14160 10 g5 I L 10 sy 9120 10 25 2 9% 4 103
3 07 2 18,4 9 93 44 2.9 13173 25 1807 % 17,5 14 24,
10 12,0 A 178 28 9,9 98 27,4 5200 24 12,9 99 22.8 14 2.1
&5 51 43, LIS R TR ¥O8I % 00 197 453 2 3.9
0 0 0 0, 0 0 0 0 0 0 R 122 0 0,
63 119 7 210 B i 8

£6



TABLE XIXa

THIS HOUSEHOLD HAS USEDL GUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS’
SERVICES WITHIN THE LAST:
All Households Combirned

—.-..—_.——.——————.—.——.—_————.———.—___.—.—-—.—.—.—_——._-—_.—

No. 4
Ore Yeasr . 327 26,69
Three Years 169 13.80
Five Years 123 10,04
Ten Years 65 5+31
[loes Not Apply 537 43,84
MISSING ' 4 0,33
Y e

130

94



TABLE XIXb

"THIS HOUSEHOLID! HAS USED EUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS
SERVICES WITHIN THE LAST!
UREAN vs RURAL

._._.—_._—-._._._._.—._...~-..—.—.—.—-—.._.—.—_-—_.—-—.—-—.—_._._—.._.—._.—._.—.—.———.—-—_-——-—.—_.—»-.—-.‘.—-.—.—.—

UREAN RURAL
No. z No. %
Orne Year 183 24,66 144 29.81
Three Years 106 14,29 63 13,04
Five Years 86 11,872 37 7.66
Ten Years 43 S5.80 22 4,355
Iloes Not Arrly 320 43,13 217 44,93
MISSING 4 0.54 0 0.00
TOTALS 742 4383
131




---------------------------------------------------------------

One Year

Three Years
Five Yeurs

Ten Years

Does Not Aeely

HISSING

37 446

14 16,9

TABLE XIXc

THIS HOUSEHOLD HAS USED BUREAU OF INDIAN AFFAIRS'
SERVICES WITHIN THE LASTI

Y COUNTY

T eI WSKOGEE . OGFUSKEE  OVAULGEE. TEA . WAGNER

T T T4 Nor h We 4 o TN 4
T N I T R TR AR T I -t
Do § 82 % 14 8107 10 7S 752 W24
D owa 7 71 N0 5 67 i B2 83 2
dose 1 B4 1 82 1 L3 6 A5 2 b4 4103
G450 2 AL B A0 3 0 40 M8 204 465 26 44
o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4800
118 % 210 % 1 438 %

TOTALS

133

96



TABLE XXa

WHAT ORGANIZATION DO RESTONLDENTS TURN TO
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AT HOME?
All Households Combined

A ST 6 S e o e e e M et G S e e S Gl - o S S S o e et i WS S S S e hem S e S 06

No. Z
BIA 232 ‘18.94
Creek Tribe 148 12,08
Other Federal 120 9,80
Other 723 S59.02
MISSING 2 0.16
T 0TAL T TT1zas  TTTTTTTTTC

131

97
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TABLE XXb

WHAT ORGANIZATION DO RESPONDENTS TURN TO
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AT HOME?
URBAN vs RURAL

- — .........._...-_—.._._.—.—-—_.—_.—.—.—_.—.—.—.—.—.—.—.—.—_—._—._—._._._._-._.__——_--——--—---—-

URERAN RURAL

“No. % No. %
EIA 130 17.52 102 21,12
Creek Tribe 89 11,99 59 12,22
Other Federal 68 9,16 5o 10,77
Gther 454 61,19 269 95,69
MISSING 1 0.13 1 0.21

TOTALS 742 483




: - TABLE XXc

WHAT ORGANIZATION O RESFONDENTS TURN TO
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AT HOME?
BY COUNTY

----------

----------------------------------------

CREER HUGHES HeINTOSH ] HUSKOGEE ~ OKFUSKEE  OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER

N %4 Ne» 4 Nov % Mo % MNew %4 Moo % Now % Now X

------------------------------------ - - - v

BIA ‘ 14 169 17 144 40 412 B 1B 16 A3 B B 40 138 8 138

Creek Tribe 19029 18153 3 31 4 05 5 &7 619 A 48 2 34
Other Federal §48 W8 15155 9 43 M W2 12 %0 M ONE L 17
Dther %SS4 49 A I I 98 467 43 T3 0 T2 30 The 47 80
MISSING 000 0 0t L0 00 00 1 7 00 00
TOTALS B3 e 9 a0 7 13 435 5

{

19 | R
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TABLE XXIa

WHAT ORGANIZATION DO RESFONDIENTS TURN TO
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AWAY FROM HOME?
A4ll Howuseholds Combined

NOo Z
EIA . 207 156,90
Creek Tribhe 128 10,45
Other Federal 104 8,49
Other | 785 64,08 .
MISSING 1 0,08
""""""""""" IeTaL 1225
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TABLE XXIb

WHAT ORGANIZATIOM IO RESFPONDENTS TURN TO
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AWAY FROM HOME?
URBAN vs RURAL

UREAN RURAL

“No. z “No. z

EIA 114 15.36 93 19,25
Creek Tribe 76 10.24 52 10.77
Other Federal 54 7.28 50 10.35
Other 497 66,98 288 59,63
MISSING 1 0,13 0 0,00

TOTALS 742 483




TABLE XXIc

WHAT ORGANIZATION IO RESPONENTS TURN TO
IN TIHE OF ENERGENCY AWAY FROM HOMET

B COUNTY

o RN WSKOGEE  OKFUSMEE DGHAGEE TUSH VAGHER

T e 1 e 4 M A I A
Bl Gome WILY a2 B4 B3 BN § 12 7 12,1
Creck Tribe TR SRTRT W T KU U 2V N R L 9w 1
Other Federal a0 Wm0 MG 152 k0 10078 18 A 1,7
Other G U4 S b6 W0 M2 12 484 48 60 7 S0 W7 9 B
NISSING A T S T T MY S N SN 0

TOTALS 8 118 0 210 % 134 435 %

i
14} 141

cOoT
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TABLE XXIIa

WHAT ONE FERSON 5O RESFONDENTS TURN TO
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AT HOME?
All Households Combined

NOo Z
Relative 926 75.59
Minister 65 Fe31
Tribal Elder 8 0.65
Friend 131 10,69
Other 5 7.76
MISSING : 0 0.00
———————— TOTaL 1225 7T )

142
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TABLE XXIIb

WHAT ONE FERSON [0 RESFONDENTS TURN TO
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AT HOME?
UREBAN vs RURAL

URBAN RURAL

;Jo. B -/. —Ngo Z
Relative 549 73.99 377 78405
Mirister ' 38 5.12 27 "5.59
Tribal Elder . 8 1.08 0 0.00
Ff‘iend 102 13.75 29 6000
Other 45 6406 50 10.35
MISSING .0 0.00 0 0.00

"TOTALS 742 483

143




-

TABLE XXIIc

WHAT ONE PERSON 1 RESFONDENTS TURN 10
IN TINE OF EMERGENCY AT HOMe?
BY CounTY

-----------------------------------------

CREE MIBHES  MelnTosy WSNOGEE. DU
|

----------------

OKMLGEE  Tien WAGNER

------------

o
Relative WS NI W omg g o S R B TR 9,7
Minister BUS 5 42 5 50 4 N YRy L1
Trital Elder T A S S N
Friend S AR YA I YRR W8I 9 4 mpg
Other 010 7 ue g Ly G700 s g g 5 B4
MISSING 0 0 -

--------------------

TOTALS 83 118 97 210 15 134 433 38

| 4
Ly |

SOT
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TABLE XXIIIa

WHAT IS THE RACE OF THE FRIEND RESPONDENTS
TURN TO IN TIME OF EMERGENCY?
All Households Combined

_..—_...—.—.__.._.—.—.—.—_.—.—-—_-...—-.—.—.—_.—.————-—.—.—.—_—.—.—_.—.——.—

NOO Z
Indian 6584 595.84
Non-Irndian 142 11.59
[ioes Not Arrly 397 32.41
MISSING 2 0.16
TOTAL 1225

140
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TABLE XXIIIb

WHAT IS THE RACE OF THE FRIEND RESFONDENTS
TURN TO IN TIME OF EMERGENCY?
URBAN vs RURAL

UREAN RURAL
“No. 7 “No. 7
Indian 381 51,35 303 62,73
Nor-Irdian 94 12,67 48 9.94
Does Not Arply 267 - 35.98- 130 26,92
MISSING 0 0.00 2 0.41
TOTALS 742 483

147




TABLE XXIIlIc

WHAT IS THE RACE OF THE FRIEND RESFONDENTS
TURN TO IN TIME OF ENERGENCY?
BY COUNTY

------------------------------------------------------------------------

CREEK HUGHES MeINTOSH  MUSKOGEE  OKFUSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER

-------------------------------

mEEHLY  Snuee e EEe.

Noo % Now % Now 1 o A T 2 N ¥

-------------------------------------------

Indian CURVATI I B AT I T 0095 40 80,0 65 634 200 6647 117
Non-Indian ' 14 14,9 E &8 16165 13 62 1 W7 619 5 134 2 14
loes Not Aeely 8 9% 2 186 10 10.3 177 84,3 LB TR A VR TN I T 94,8
HISSING ' 0 0 0 0 2 A1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOTALS 83 118 Y 210 75 134 435 a8

144 149

80T
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TABLE XXIVa

WHAT ONE FERSON 0 RESFONNENTS TURN TO
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY aAWAY FROM HOME?
All Howuseholds Combined

NO. Z
Relative 889 72,57
Minister 49 4,00
Tribal Leader ) 4 0.73
Friend 154 12,57
Other 124 10.12
MISSING 0 0,00
------------- TOTAL 1235 ~TTTTTTTTo

150
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TABLE XXIVb

WHAT ONE PERSON DO RESPONDENTS TURN TO
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AWAY FROM HOME?
= URBAN vs RURAL

URBAN RURAL
“No. % “No. %
Relstive S23 70,49 366 75.78
Minister o 30 4,04 19 3.93
Tribal Leader 7 0.94 -2 0.41
Friend 117 15,77 37 7.66
Other 65 8.76 59 12,22
MISSING 0 0.00 0 0,00
TOTALS : 742 483

151




TABLE XXIVe

WHAT_ONE PERSON D RESPONDENTS TURN TO
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AWAY FROM HOME?

BY COUNTY

) T v — OFUSKEE,  OKMULGEE  TULSA  WAGNER

T T T T T Nov 1
Relative BB R0 WS M &R W T &8 51 gne
Ninister B R I N S R S NI
Tridal Leader a2z 00 00 21 00 12 st oo
Friond 2 WS 4 7 N m W3 M1 12 80 85 198 0 o
Other R A A T U A N T
HISBING 0 0 0, 0 0 0 ¢ 0 0 0 0 0, 0 0 0 0

TOTALS By

118 o 210 7 13 433 . 38

153

TTT
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TABLE XXVa
WHAT IS THE RACE OF THE FRIEND RESFONDENTS TURN TO

IN TIME OoF EMERGENCY AwAY FROM HOME?
All Households Combined

.—.—-—_.—.—_.—.—.—.——.—.—_.—.—-—.—.—.—.—.—.—.—.—_.—.—.—_.—.—.—.—_.—_.—-———

NOo Z
Indian . 674 55,00
Norn-Inrdian 120 ?.80
Does Not Arrly 430 35.10
MISSING : 1 0,08
————————————— TOTAL 1335 TTTTTTmo--
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TABLE XXVb

WHAT IS THE RACE OF THE FRIEND RESFONDENTS TURN TO
IN TIME OF EMERGENCY AWAY FROM HOME?
URBAN vs RURAL

_._..—_._.-—_.—-.__.._.—._._.___.—-—.——-.—_—.—.—-—.—-—_._.—.——-.—_..——.—.—.——-——-_——-—.—.—.—-—.——.—-——-.—-—_.—_.—

URRBAN RURAL
No. % No. %
Irndian 376 50,67 298 61,70
Non—-Indian 73 9.84 47 P73
loes Not Arrly 293 3P.49 137 834
MISSING 0 0,00 1 0.21
TOTALS 742 483




--------------------------------------------------------------

Non=Irdian
[laes Not Aeely

HISSING

------------------

TOTALS

154

--------- -

WHAT 15 THE RACE OF THE FRIEND RESPONDENTS TURN 1O

TABLE XXVe

IN TIHE OF EMERGENCY AUAY FROM HOME?

BY COUNTY

B HUGHES  MCINTOSH  MUSKOGEE  ONFUSKEE  OKWULGEE . TLGh AGNER
""""""" Mo L Ko 1 Mo 4 do 1 e Ty TR
3@ M3 A2 B UL S BT 80 57 M 42 1 1

B3 6 51 115 10 4B 10 133 14104 47 108 1 17

WS W Wb B 82 17 BRI & B0 40 MY 100 B0 56 %

O 0 0 L L0 00 00 00 00 0 0

118 0 210 75 13 435 %

83

157

PTET



TABLE xxvla
FAMILY MEMEERS LIVING IN THE HOUSEHOLD

All Respondents Combined

...______________....__......._._.......__....._...__.~__-._......._.._

No. 4
Father 898 20.93
Mother 1101 25.66
Son 1099 25.62
Daughter »75 22.73
Son-in-1aw | 11 0.26
Daughter-i1n-law’ 7 0.16
Stepfather : 7 0.16
Stermother 2 0,05
Uncle . 4 0.09
Aunt 3 0.07
Grandmother é 0.14
Grandfather 3 0.07
Ne: hew 16 0.37
Niece | 13 0.30
Mother-in-1auw 2 0.05
Father-in-law 0 0.00
Other 143 3.33
MISSING 0 0.00
TR AL azgo 7T




TABLE XXVIb

FAMILY MEMRERS LLIVING

IN THE HOUSEHOLD

UREAN vs RURAL

11

St e s S Rt T S e S eve e e (S WEE vve e TS T TS . e mas oS mas e 8 e e i o S gt Mt TS T e e eve P Sove ove eve v e WM Seve Seve S bem e Feve Sduh b Sowm e B e e toed

Father

Mother

Son

Daughter
Son—in-law
Daughter-in-law
Steefathar
Steemother
Uncle

Aunt
Grandmother
Grandfather
Nerhew

Niece
Mother—-in—-law
Father—-in-law
Other

MISSING

UREAN RURAL
“No. % “No. z
5934 21.25 364 20.48
664 26.42 437 24,59
647 25.75 452 23.44
3565 22.48 410 23.07

1 0,04 10 0.56
1 0.04 6 0.34
6 0,29 1 0.06
2 0.08 0 0.00
3 0.12 1 0.06
2 0.08 1 0.06
4 0.16 2 O.11
2 0.08 1 0.06
12 0.48 4 0,23
10 0,40 3 0.17
0 0.00 2 '0.11
0 0,00 0 0.00
60 2.39 83 4.67
0 0.00 0 0,00
2513 1777

TOTALS

109
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TABLE XXVIC :

FAMILY MEMRERS LIVING IN THE HOUSEHOLD

“BY COUNTY
T eReER HUGHES HC INTOSH HUSKOGEE ONFUSKEE  OKMULGEE TULBA - WAONER
TTROITTTTRT TThen TR TTNe. TR TTNe. TR T Ne. X No. % No. % No. %
57 19.1 87 19.8 70 20.4 153 24.1 58 18.8 111 21.8 307 20.3 43 23.2
75 25.2 105 23.9 g5 24.8 189 29.8 63 20,5 117 23.0 396 24.2 56 30.3
73 24,5 102 23.2 94 27.4 148 23.3 97 31.5 138 21 382 25.3 (47 25.4
&7 22.5 . 105 23.9. 49 20.1 123 19.4  é8' 22,1 115 22,6 382 25.3 31 16.8
2 .7 1 .2° 1 .3 o o. 5 1.8 1.2 1 . o 0.
-law 2 .7 o o. 1 3 0 O. 3 1.0 o o, 1 o1 o 0.
o 6. o o. o -o. 3 .5 o o o o. 4 .3 o o,
o o. o o. o o, o o. o o o o. 2 . o 0.
1 .3 o o. o o. 1 .2 o o - 1 .2 o o. 1 .5
o o 1 .2 o o 1 .2 o o o o. 1 o o.
: o o. 1 .2 v o 1 .2 1 .3 1 .2 2 . o 0.
! o 0. o o. o o. 0o o. 2 .6 o o 1 o 0.
2 © .7 2 .5 2 .6 1 .2 o o. 4 .8 5 .3 o o.
2 .7 2 .S 3 .9 1 .2 1.3 o o. 4 .3 o o.
oy o o. o o. 0o o. o o. o o. 1 .2 1 0 0.
au o o o o. o o. o o. o o. o o. o o. o o.
"7 s.7 33 7.5 18 S.2 14 2,2 10 3.2 20 3.9 22 .18 7 3.8
: o 0. o o. o o. o o. .0 0. o o. o o. 0 .0
8 298 439 343 © &35 308 509 1511 185
A P
169
o

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE XXVIIa
AGES OF THE STUDY FOFULATION

All Resrordents Combirerd

No. Z
O— 5 Yearseissseoens 523 12,17
612 YearSesseanssne 718 16.70
13-18 Yearsiseseooes 696 16.19
19-25 YearSesseeeees 485 11.28
26=35 YearsSeissseeees 521 12,12
36-50 YearSeesesoess 600 13.96
91-65 YearsSeeesesons 489 11.37
Over 65 YearsSeesesss 267 6.21
TOTAL 4299
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TABLE XXVIIb

AGES OF THE STUDRY POPULATION

UREAN vs RURAL

——__.__—__-—_....___._.___—__-—.-_-.--_-—.....--__—____.__.«____—__-._—...______

URBAN RURAL

No. % No. %

0— 3 Yearseeesosoes 356 14,12 167 ' ?.40
6=12 YearSieeseess, 418 16.57 300 '16.88
13-18 Yoarseeeesnse, 375 14.87 321 18.06
19-25 Yearsieeseees, 317 12.57 1468 ?.45
26-35 Years.eessas,. 360 14,27 161 9.06
36-50 Yearsisesnoes, 339 13.44 261 14,49
91-65 YearS.iesseees, / ?.00 262 14,74
Over 65 YearsS.esse.. 1.0 5,15 137 7.71

TOTALS 2322 17277

162




TABLE XXVIIc

AGES OF THE STUDY FOPULATION

RY COUNTY

----------------------------------

-----------------------------------------------------------------------

CREER HUGHES McINTOSH  MUSKOGEE ‘UNFUSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER

----------------------------------------------

-----------------------------

-----------------------------

----------------------

0= 5 Yearsesrsons 40 13.4 3 8.2 3l 2,0 g4 13,2 32 10,4 50 9.9 224 14,7 17

4=12 Yearsivvssian @ 160 B0 182 9 166 B 12,9 52 169 B4 166 265 1044 C 3 195

13-18 Yearsiviversns 3 144 80 182 99 172 8l 12,7 69 24 102 200 20 153 18 97

19-25 Ye8P8rsrvrntny 36 121 39 8,0 30 8.7 B4 13,5 28 9.1 4 i 203 13,3 15 81

26-15 Yearsvvrevrnes 0107 M4 59 4 0 81 310,060 11,8 232 153 A 13,0

16-50 Yearsiiiens 38 12.8 66 15,0 53 1949 78 12,3 41 13,3 B3 16.4 217 14,3 17 9.2

E1-43 Yearseviosvin 39 131 89 20,3 9l 14,9 8% 13,4 43 1440 45 8,9 102 7 ‘32 17,3

Uver 43 Yearseveevns N A 1Y I A 1 S A O 1239 on3 43 L8 2% 14l

-----------------------

308 07 152 185

163 "
- i

T

CZTE
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TABLE XXVIIIa
EDUCATIONAL LEVEL OF THE STUDY FOFULATION

All Resrondents Combired

No. 4

.K— 6 Gr3de eceeer e 9293 23.12

7= P Grade sieeeea, 783 18.23
10th Grade suievevess 307 7.15
11t Grade vevvsrsss 341 7.94
12th Grade seeesvens 834 19,42
13 Ye3rs ssveeennens 135 3.14
14 Years (associate) 185 4,31
15 Years sevvvenenns 46 1,07
16 Years (E.S. or E.A. 56 1.30
18 Years (M.S. orIM.ﬂ_ 15 0.35
Over 18 Years +ive.4, 12 0.28
[oes Not ArRFIW.ses., 588 13,69 .

TOTAL 4295
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TABLE XXVIIIb
EDUCATIONAL LEVEL OF THE STUNY FOFULATION

UREAN vs RURAL

UREAN RURAL

No. Z No. Z

K= 6 Grade seeveees 538 21.34 455 25,62
77 P Brade veeseees 399 15.84 384 21,62
10th Gr3de vevuvee,, 169 671 138 ' 7.77
11th Grade seesees., 198 7.86 143 8,035
12th Grade ..vv...,. 500 19.85 334 18.81
13 Ye38TS vsvevsnness w7 3.83 38 2.14
14 Years (associate) 137 e 44 48 2.70
15 Ye8rs tuiveennns,, 39 1,55 7 0.39
16 Years (E.S. or E. 41 1.63 15 0.84
lé Years (M.S. or M. 10 0.40 S 0.28
Over 18 Years ...... 10 0.40 2 o.11
[loes Not Arrly...... 381 15.13 207 11.66

TOTALS 2519 1776




TABLE XXVIIIc

EOUCATIONAL LEVEL OF THE STURY FOFULATION

RY COUNTY

s s O D O d  d h

-------------------------------------------------------------------------

CREEX HUGHES McINTOSH  MUSKOGEE  OKFUSKEE - OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER

-----------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------

K=& Grade vorvrens 5 21,8 127 X1 95 07 140 2,0 76 47 118 282 W 19.8 53 2B
7- 9 Grade voevrens 51U 101 23,0 78 227 14 19 73 287 107 20 29 144 | 3 17,8
10th Grade vevvevans % 84 0 46 N 8BS 49 77 AN 48 B AT 19 72 16 Bib
11th Grade vvvvivins B9 35 B0 N 87 48 75 %4 ! 43 M6 b 19 103
12th Grade vvavrvan 800200 71 162 72 2,0 105 65 30 162 107 2.0 34 24 28 154
13 Years vurviviven 721 10 Ad P % 40 1238 2 4 48 a2 B 4.3

14 Years (3ssociate) 11 37 Yy A 1 3 47 74 9 29 19 4.7 79 5.2 7 3.8
27 1.8 1 3

Lg% ]
-
on
—
-
Ead
—
=
o
-
o~
—
-
L ]
™~a
-
N

15 YRars vavevsnrnns 2 v/

16 Years (B,S, or B, I 100 3 ) 1 W 4 Wb 2 Wb 6 12 34 22 I 1.6

18 Years (M.5, ar Ms 2 ) 1 v 0 W0 1 ) 1 3 0 W0 ) v 2 1l
W 0 0.

e 1
-

N
~J

Over 18 Years vuruns 0 W0 { 12 ! ! 1 2 0 W0

Uoes Not ArPlyyvive, 4148 5 1300 M o998 . 9 43 310 6 120 244 161 15 8

TOTALS 298 437 343 636 308 309 RNy 185

168

ECT
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TABLE XXIXa

HIGHEST DEGREE EARNED RY THE STUDY POPULATION

All Resrondents Combined

No. A
Certificate R 881 20.51
Associate L S SRR SN 76 1.77
Eachelors ‘e b e e 58 1.35
M3sters seeeeeoveces 13 . 0430
lloctorate TR N N S SRS 4 Q.09
Post-Doctorate +.... 2 0.05
Does Not AFRF LY s een 3262 75.93
TOTAL 42946

169
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TABLE XXIXb

HIGHEST DEGREE EARNED BY THE STUDY POPULATION

UREAN vs RURAL

_—_..._.______.__—__._._._._._.__—._.___—___...._._._.___...._._.__._..._._-..,—.—.--—-m_—____.——

UREAN RURAL

“No. Z No. %
Certificate +ivvevss 562 22.27 319 18.00
Associate seevveonns, S8 2.30 18 1.02
BE3chelors seuieeevnss 47 1.85 11 0.62
M3sSteTS civrveneenss v 0.36 4 0.23
loctorate svvivvvensn 3 0.12 1 0.06
Fost-Dloctorate +.... 1 0.04 1 0.06
floes Not Arrly ...s. 1844 73.06 1418 80.02

-.._____.._._...—._——.—.———_—...-—————.——.———_._-——__._._._.__-—_—_.____.—_.-—__—_——_———

TOTALS 2524 1772




TABLE XXIXe

HIGHEST DEGREE EARNED BY TH STuny POPULATION

BY COUNTY
.

) CREEKHIGHES  hedimoan WSKOGEE  OKFUSKEE  pehuves TS g

Tl % TR e e T T Ry
it e g g k) ’5.7‘, L0 s s me oy g N 2,
Mociate 1L, S U T I LI B PR K
Bachalots 1o, ','z Ty SR R N W
Hamrs;........... 0 W { .2_ 0 40 I 2 I3 2 & 2 1
ﬁoczorm.......... R T T N LU R S
Post-Doctarste ., ,, L N R L N I O
Does Mot Meely 1vrv,  ggg 7y BWE W WS g g O W0 1008 448 g3 g

foTaLs 29 W 3 36 W s 1522 185

92T

172
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TABLE XXXa
CURRENT EDUCATIONAL STATUS OF THE STuny FOFULATION

All Resrondents Combired

N 4
Still in School v o0 1387 32.40
DPOPPEd Out, 000000 20 2,10
Loes Not Ars]ly s o000 2804 6550
TOTAL 4281




TABLE XXXb

CURRENT EDUCATIONAL STATUS OF THE STUDY FOFULATION

URBAN vs RURAL

128

-—____.—_.___.—____.—_.—_—__.—______—h.—_____.—._—__.——.——--.--—_.—»--.—_______—_

Still im School ....
DT‘OF‘FEG Out L A A Y

Does Not Arrly ,....

RURAL

No. %
602 34,19
42 2,39
1117 63.43

TOTALS

UREAN
EOo _____ Z_
785 31.15
48 1.90
1687 66.94
2320
174



-------------------------------------------

§till 1n School ..,
DrOF'f'Ed Out vie o' "

UOES NOt APPh‘ [AENR]

------------------

TABLE XXXc

CURRENT EDUCATIONAL STATUS OF THE STUDY FOPULATION

BY CauNTY
""""""""""""" EEEEQ""'"'QQEF{E?"'"ﬁéfifu%""'VEKBBEE"-"BRFuél'\'EE'""BREGLEEE"“"?GEA VAGHER
B o A R
NOBDOW WP 005 10 85 1 A0 10 BS 08 a5 19
S R S B R R Y S
R A R B T R ST TR,
04

TOTALS

179

43 31 633 307 507 1523 183

176

&cT
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TABLE XXXIa

POST-SECONDARY INSTITUTION, FIRST ENROLLMENT
All Respondents Combined

No. %
Altis JC s eivernnnore 7 0,16
Bacone Collede seees 64 1.49
Bethany Nazarene ... 13 0.30
Cameron Collede s 1 0.02
Carl Alboert JC o0 1 0,02
Central .State U ... 8 0,19
Claremore JC seveses 9Q 0.21
Conners State seseee 146 0.37
East Centrol State . 12 0.8
Eastern Oklahoma ... b 0.14
El Rerio JC seesseses 0 0.00
Langston University 0 0.00
Hurray State seoo e ] 0.12
N. E. Oklahoma A&M . 4 0.21
Ne Eo State coeeeenrs 62 1.45
Northern QOklohoma .. 3 0.12
Ne W. State seeeeeee 1 0,02
Oklartoma Eartist ... 3 0.07
Oklahoma Christian . 0 0.00
Ok.lahoma Citus U.e ... 7 0.16
Dklashioma LA o vesens 4 0.0%9
Ok.lahoma Fanhandle . 0 0,00
Oklaboma State U ... 35 0.82
Ural Reoberts U +soe0. 0 0.00
Oscar Rose JC ..eeen 0 ¢.00
Fhillies Untve soeee 0 0,00
S31nt Gredory’s cee. 0 0.00
Sauwre JC L A N A A Y 0 0.00
Seminole JC seeeesve 7 0.16
S. E. State .oveeeen 13 0.30
South Oklahomas City o] 0.00
S We Colledr oo 1 0,02
S, W State soeeeens 2 0,05
Tulsd JC v oo sees e 17 0.40
U. of Oklahoma eee e 12 0.28
TUlsad U seesessnn s 2 0.47
Haskell Indian JC .. 48 1.59
Chilaccor BIA eceeees 14 0.33
Qut of State seesene 42 0.98
Thnlosa VoTech seeeses 18 0,42
Enid VoTech seses e 0 0,00
Ok lahoma Cily VoTech 2 0.035
Lawtorn VoTech seeees [o] ¢.00
Fartlesville VoTech 0 0.00
Deumridght VoTech .. 1 0.02
Musrodee VolTech oo 8 .19
Ardmore VoTech seees [o] 0,00
Waurne YoTechsesseees 0 0,00
El Rerno VoTech soeao 0 0.00
Shawrnee VoTeoch oo, 2 0,05
Fort Cobb VolTech ... 2 0,035
Duncin VoTech seeeee 0 .00
Burns Flat VoTech .. 0 0.00
McAlester Vofech .. 0 0.00
Foteas VolTech ceeeos 1 0.122
Chitcl 323 VoTech +.. 0 0,00
Hudo Volech seseesses 0 0,00
OST sesecssrosnnnose 87 2.03
FroPrietory seesseos 9 0,21
Dther coeeeessessnne 57 1,56
Does Not ArPlY e 3628 84.59

TOTAL 4289

ERIC 1717

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



TEBLE XXXIb
POST-SECONDARY INSTITUTION, FIRST ENROLLMENT

URBAN vs RURAL

UREAN RURAL

No. x No. 4

Alts JC vieevnennn, 5 0.20 2 0.11
Bacone Collede ..., 48 1.91 16 0.%90
Bethary Nazarene .., 10 0.40 £ Me17
Cameron Collede ..., 0 0,00 1 V.06
Carl Albert JC oo, 1 0,04 - .00
Central State U ... 7 0.28 . « 06
Clarcmore JC veerees 7 0.28 2 el
Conners State veiea. 12 0.48 4 0.23
East Central State . ? 0.36 3 0.17
Eastern Oklahoma ... 3 Co12 3 0.17
El Rerno JC vevvennn, 0 .00 0 0,00
Landston University 0 ¢.00 0 0.00
Murras State ceees . 3 0.12 2 0.11
N. E. ODklahoma ASM . 7 0,28 2 0o.11
Ne Ev State ceeeeese 44 1.75 18 1.02
Northern Oklahoma . 0 ¢.00 S 0.28
Ne We Stote coeees o 0 0:00 1 0.06
Ok.lahoma Baptist .., 1 0.04 2 0.11
Dklahoma Christian . n 0.0C 0 0.00
Ok.1ahoma City U. ... 4 0.16 3 0.17
Ok1ahoma LA ceeeenss 4 0,16 0 0.00
Oklahoma Fanhapdle . (o] 0.00 0 0.00
Ok.lshoma State U ... 24 0.95 11 0.62
Oral Roberts UJ ,...., 0 0.00 0 0,00
Oscar Rose JC veeres (o] 0.G00 0 0.00
Fhillirs Mhive ..., 0 0.00 0 "0.00
Haint Gredory s ..., 0 ¢.00 0 0.00
G39re JC st nn e - o] 0,00 0 0.00
Seminole JC civery e ] 0.2 2 0.11
S, B, State . ienee 7 0.28 6 0.34
Sonth Oklahoma Litw 0 0.00 0 0.00
C. We Collede veveas 1 0.04 0 0.00
S W Stute cuaieess 2 0.08 0 0.00
r'JlSd JC L A I R R RPN i1 0.44 <) 0.34
U: of Oklahoma ..., ? 0.36 3 0.17
’ Tulse 1) L A A A I NI Y 18 0.71 2 J.11
Hasvoll [ndian JC .. a7 1.87 21 1.19
Chilaccos BTA oo vas 13 0.52 1 0.06
OQut of State oo, 33 1,31 ? 0,51
Tuloua VoTeeh vvevens 14 0.64 2 0,11
Entd VoTech vevvenes 0 0.00 0 0.00
Ok lahoma City VoTech 2 0.08 0 0,00
Lawtan VoTech veeses [0) 0.7 (o] 0.00
Rartlesviile VaoTech 0 0.0¢ 0 0,00
ODrumr taht VoTech o, 0 0.00 1 0,06
Hustodeao YoTaech o 7 0.2 1 0.06
Ardmore VoTech seree 0 0.00 0 0.00
Waurne VaTochee s v ers s 0 0.00 0 0.00
El Revn YoTech v 0 0,00 0 0700
Shawneoe VoTech o.v. 2 0,08 0 0.00
Fart Cobb voTlech ... 1 0,04 1 0.06
hurcean Valech oo vy 0 0.0Q o] 0.00
Burns Flat VoTech .. 0 0.00 0 0,00
Mchlester VoTech o, . 0 0.00 0 0.00
Fotoan VoTlech cveees 1 0.04 0 0.00
Chickasha VoTech ... 0 0,00 0 0.00
Hudo VoTech seeeens 0 0.00 0 0,00
OST L R I B I RS 66 2062 21 1'19
Frorrietory ,oeeeess 6 e 24 3 0.17
Other soo v eaiennory 44 1.75 2 1.30
Does Not Arply ..., 2034 80.94 1590 89.78

TOTALS 2510 1771

ERIC -

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE XXXIc

POST-SECONDARY INSTITUTION, FIFST ENROLLMENT

BY Counry
’ CRLEK HUGHL'S Nc i QSH | HUGNDGEE 0T USNEE ONHULGEE T G0
No. X Nu. b4 No. No. X No. X No. X LED X " Noa. T
Altus JC .. . 0 . o .0 [ .0 [} .0 1 .3 3 .8 3 2 o .0
Pacone Colleds coves 3 1., H o2 1 3 36 3.7 4 1.3 2 o4 13 k4 2 1.1,
Betnans Nacarune .., [ .0 [ .0 2 Y] 3 3 [ .0 2 .4 4 .3 2 1.1
Camerors Collrwe .0 o .0 o 0 [+] 0 [} .0 [} .0 o .0 1 o1 o .0
Carl Aldort JC ..ouss o -0 o .0 [+] 0 o .0 o .0 [} .0 1 o1 [+] .0
Central State U ..., [+] .0 [} .0 [+] 0 2 .3 [} .0 [} .0 3 3 [+] .0
Clorcmore JC o0 ivus H .3 [} .0 0 .0 [ .0 [ .0 0 .0 7 5 1 5
Conners Staete coveus H .3 o .0 L} 1.2 8 4 [} «0 3 8 2 .1 o .0
Eest Cuntral State 0 .0 H .2 [} .0 1 .2 3 1.0 2 .4 3 2 2 1.1
Eostern Oklanoma ... o .0 1 .2 1 .3 0 0 .3 1.0 [ .0 1 o1 [} .0
El Reno JC sevvvonns [} .0 [ .0 [ .0 o .0 [ .0 0 .0 o .0 o .0
Lensston Uridvers: 'y o .0 e .0 ] 0 ] 0 o .0 [} +0 ] 0 [} .0
 Hurrav State o0 ... 0 0 H 2 o .0 o .0 1 .3 o 0 3 2 4 .0
N, E. Oklahoma Asn . 1 .3 o .0 o .0 1 .2 [ .0 1 .2 K] .4 o .0
N, E. State «evvvnns 3 1.0 H 2 2 X 4 b 2 X 7 1.4 40 2.4 3 1.4
Northern Okluhoma .. [} 0 o .0 - 3 1.3 [} 0 [} .0 [} .0 [} .0 [} .0
No Wo State covvines 0 «0 4 .8 [ .0 [} .0 [ .0 [} «0 1 .1 o .0
Oklahoma Bartist .., [+] 0 1 o2 -0 0 ] 0 -] +0 ] 0 1 .1 1 -
Oklanhoma Christian , [ 4 4 0 - 0 .0 [ .Q [] .0 [ .0 0 0. [ .0
Oklohome City S oo [} .0 1 02 [ -0 2 3 1 .3 1 2 2 o1 [} .0
Oklahoma LA ..ouoas [ .0 [} 0 [ .0 [} ) [} .0 | .2 3 .2 [} .0
Oklahona FPanhanrdle [} .0 -] 0 o - .0 Q0 0 o 0 o 0 o .0 o .0
Okiahoma State U ... o .. L] ? 1 3 2 3 2 8 S 1.0 21 1.4 [} 0
Oral Roberts U ..... 0 .0 [} .0 [} .0 [ «0 [} .0 [} «0 [} .0 [} .0
Oscar Rose JC ...... [ .0 [} .0 [} .0 . 0 .0 [ .0 0 «0 0, «0 [} .0
Phillirs Uraav. ..u.s o .0 [ .0 [} 0 [} .0 [ .0 o «0 [} .0 o .0
Balnt Grevorv’s ... (4 .0 [} «0 [} .0 [} .0 0 .0 O .0 [} .0 [} .0
Savre JC io.eeennen . o .0 0 .0 o 0 [} 2 [ .0 o «0 [} .0 0 .0
Seainvlie JC ievunn. 0 «0 4 .9 [} .0 [} .0 2 .6 1 2 [} .0 0 .0
S. €. State .ovinn [4 .0 4 .9 4 1.2 1 .2 [} «0 2 o4 2 7] [ .0
South Ok lahoes Citw [} 0 [} .0 [} .0 [ .0 2 .0 [} 0 [} .0 [} «0
8. W, Collese ....u. [ .0 [ .0 o .0 0 .0 t .0 o . .0 1 o1 o .0
B. We State coveiens [} .0 o .0 [} .0 1 2 1 .3 [} «0 [} .0 0 .0
Tules JC seevvennnns 1 3 ] .0 o 0 1 s 0 0 ] .0 12 .8 2 1.1
U: of Orlshoma se.v ] (3 3 7 -] 0 ] o 1 3 1 .2 7 3 o .0
Tulna U siveennenense 1 o3 0 .0 [} .0 [} 1 3 [ .0 18 1.2 [} .0
Hashell Indian JC .. 4 2.0 3 7 1 3 12 1. 4 1.3 9 1.8 27 1.8 2 1.1
Chilaccor BIA .oveee 3 1.0 0 .0 o .0 [} .0 o .0 [} «0 11 7 [} 0
0t Of SLate seviees 3 1.0 2 3 -] 0 é R4 1 [ } 2 .4 22 1.3 3 2.7
Tulse VOTOCH sieeens 1 3 [} 0 [} 0 3 .3 [} .0 1 2 13 .9 [} .0
Enid YoTech .:...v0s [ .0 o .0 o .0 [} .0 o .0 [} .0 [} 20 0 .0
Oklohoma Citw Volach [} .0 [4 .0 0 0 [} .0 [} «0 [} .0 1 o1 1 -]
Lavton VoTech +.ivoe -] .0 ] 0 ] 0 ] .0 ] 0 o 0 -] .0 o 0
Bartlcosville VoTech o 0 [} «0 o .0 [} .0 [} 0 [} .0 o -0 [} .0
Drumriuht VoTech ... 1 3 [} 0 [} .0 [} .0 o 40 o 0 o .0 ° .0
Musr.odee VuTech ... o .0 [} .0 [} .0 S .8 o 0 [} 0 2 o1 1 -3
Ardeore VOTeCh «eve. o .0 [} .0 o .0 o 0 o .0 [} .0 [} .0 o 0
Vawne vaTech...coes. [ .0 [} .0 [} .0 [} .0 o 0 [} .0 [} .0 o .0
€1 Keno VoTech ov..s [} .0 [} .0 [ .0 [} .0 [} .0 [ .0 0 .0 [ .0
Shaunee VoTech ..,... [} G 0 .0 [ 0 o .0 [} 0 1 .2 1 o1 [} .0
Fort Cobbl VoTech ... [} .0 1 2 0 .0 [ .0 [} .0 [} .0 b .1 [} .0
Durican VoTech ...... [} .0 [} ] [} .0 [} .0 i 0 [} .0 [} «0 [} .0
Burns Flat VoTech .. [} .0 [} .0 [} .0 0 .0 [} 0 [} .0 [} .0 o .0
Bcalester VoTech ... o 0 [} .0 0 .0 o .0 [} .0 o .0 [} «0 0 .0
Polesu VoTech ...v.. [} .0 o .0 [} .0 1 2 o 0 [} .0 [} .0 [} .0
Chickasha VoTech ... o .0 o .0 o .0 [} .0 o p .0 o .0 o .0 o .0
Huso voTech «.eeven [} .0 [} «0 [} .0 0 .0 0 .0 [} .0 0 .0 [} 0
OBT Leviveeenrenne. 2 7 3 1.2 1 3 13 2.0 3 1.8 28 3.3 30 2.0 3 1.6
Promrietory ..o..oe o 0 [} .0 [] .0 [} .0 o .0 0 .0 9 b o .0
OLther coovenniencnnn 26 8.7 o .0 1 3 3 .8 2 X 3 4 22 1.3 L] 2.2
Does Not Arrlw . 243 1.3 99 92.3 320 93.3 331 83.3 274 88.9 433 03.2 1221 80.3 136 4.3

- - —————

TOTALS 299 432 343 4346 308 308 1517 183

ERIC | K

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE XXXIIa

POST-SECONDARY INSTITUTION, SECOND ENROLLMENT

All Resrondents Combined

ALEUS UC vevsnnnas,
Ricone College ....
Bethany Nazarene .
Cameron Collede ...
Carl Alhert Jc s oo
Lentral State U L., ,
Claremore JC vevesn.,
Conners State tesee
East Centrol State ,
Eastern Oklohoms ...
El Reno JC vvhuse..,
Landston University
Murray State ..., .,
He E. Oklahoma AZM .
N. E. State voveese.,
Northern Oklahoms ..
MHe W, State I R S SR
OFlahoma Rastist ,,.,
Or.lahoma Christian .
Ul.lahoma City y. ..,
Di-lahoma LA v.ey...,
Ok lahoma Fanhandle .
Or.lahoma State U ..,
Ural Roberts U ...,
Oscar Ruse JC S s
Fivtllies Unive ...,
34int Gredoru’s te s
Savre JC IR
Seminole JC vesees,,
S E. State S0 v a0 0
South Oklahoma City
e We Collede R
G We St8Le veeaes.,
Tulsd JC vevvennnns,
U, of Oklahoma ....,
1S3 U sevsnrvannes,
llaskell Indian JC .,
Chilaccos RIA v.uu.,
Out of State R
Tulsa VoTech .,....,
Unid voTet voeueess
k1atoma City VoTech
Lawton voTech o..,.,
vartlesville YoTech
Urumright (olech ,,,
Muskodee VoTech ,...,
Ardmore VaTech ...
Wawrne VoTecheesess,
£l Reno VoTech ,.,.
Shawnee VoTech ..,
rart Cobb VoTech ..
burican VoTech ...,
luirns Flat VoTech
McAlester voTech ,
Foteau VoTech +...
Chickasha voTech .,

Hudo Vorlech ,.,..

08T seeesnnnnnnes

® e e v e e e o

Frorrietory o,,,....
DN s ostnnnnnnnse,

foes Not Arply ,.,,,

0.00

1 R0

133
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TABLE XXXIIB

POST-SECONDARY INSTITUTION, SECC. ENROLLMENT

UREAN vs RURAL

Altus JC

Racore Collede ...,
Bethany Notarerme ..
tameron Collede ...
Carl Albert JC ....
Central State U ., .,

Claremore JC

Gonners State .,..,
East Central State
Fostern Oklahoma ..

wero J

stun Urniiversity
1y State

c

R A I )

s o0 00y

o OFlzhoma ARM

r. Sta
turthors
e W St
Orl.aoma
Nk abame
v lehe wo
[ 30 B ATRT P
Ok T ahom:

Booer Roo

Saanh, Gredory’s

Sanee 0
S L e

B, K. Sta

wsth O lakhoma Ci

te

Oe.let oma

flomrigt .,
Thrrristian
Cits Us o,

i

Farmha fle
Utiaboms State U .,
3101 Rarerts U .

"

e v e s

JC
Le

JC e
Proilation URtVe ee e

3000 0

s e 000 0 ¢

S We Lollode oo,
3¢ W. State

Taalas UL

re 0000

e wf OLlahcma oo,
Tlsa U e veronsoes
Haske'l Indian JC

BIA o404

Chrlaccos
Out of

Fro 4 Vaole

v cahoms Cit

nbat.
Talaa toTech

ch

Laastan Unioeh ooe,. .

Ba loserle VoTech

Dronec-ght

S wwaee Unifech ..,
Cobh VoTech
Chmean UopToeh o
the s Flat VaTech
VoTech

Fort

MeAleaster

Foteanr VoTech seee
VaTech .

Chivusha
Hugo VoTe

L

VYoTech ..,
Mgl o e UaTech o
AT dinG ~a Voiaon .

Wanme: VoTeches e
E' Ria0 Yoleen seee.

ch

"roprivctory

Gtnar LTSN N N S RSP

loes Not Arplu

TOTALS
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TA3LE XXXIIc -

POST-SECONDARY INSTITUTION, SECOND ENROLLMENT
BY COuntY
HCINTONH ORHUL GEC TULSA WALNLR
X No | z Nu, kg No o LN
Altus JC siaeaas 0 [ 0 ] 0 [ 2 4 2 o3 [ 0
bacone Collone ..., [} .0 [} .0 1 3 3 [} .0 H ol [ .0
Bethany Nuzarene ... [] .0 [] .0 2 Y3 [4 [ 0 [ .0 o .0
Canoron Cnllvue ... ) .0 [} .0 [} .0 0 1 o2 1 o1 0 .0
Carl Albicrt UC +.0us (] 0 o .0 [ 0 [ ] 0 (] 0 o 0
Central State U ..., L] .0 0 .0 o .0 0 1 2 1 o1 [} .0
Clarwmore JC soraas. [} .0 0 .0 [} Xy 0 1 2 1 1 o .0
Conners State +..... [] .0 o 0 3 o é [} .0 Q .0 o .0
Last Central Stato . 0 \0 T .7 0 0 0 [ .0 1 .1 [ .0
Eastern Ovlahuma .., o .0 [} .0 1 .3 1 [} 0 [] .0 [} .0
€1 Reno UC L. 0uans (] 0 (] .0 (] 0 '] (] 0 [} 0 ] 0
Laneston Universgty ] 0 o 0 [} .0 [} [} 0 H o1 o 0
Hurrasy State (] 0 (] 0 0 0 (] o .0 (] .0 - (] 0
N, E. OFlahowe . [} .0 (] .0 (] -0 o (] 0 (] 0 o 10
N. €. Stote coveanns [} .0 1 2 2 8 13 [} .0 13 1.0 1 5
Northern Oklahoma .. [} .0 [} .0 4 1.2 [} [} .0 2 o1 o 0
Ne Mo State «oe.q0ns [} .0 v 0 ] «0 (] o 0 (] .0 o 0
Ot.l1ahono lamtist ... ] .0 [] .0 ] 0 ] 0 0 [] 0 ] .0
Or lahomss Chrastian . v 0 3 .0 [ 0 4] ] .0 ] »0 o 0
Oklahume Citv U, o.» [} 0 [J] 0 .0 0 ] (] .0 (] .0 o 0
Oklehome LA s e0uass [} .0 [] ' 0 [} .0 [} 1 2 2 o [} .0
Oxlahomd Farhandle . [} .0 [} .0 [} .0 . 0 0 .0 0. .0 ] .0
Oklshoma State U ... [ 0 1 .2 ] 0 o 1 2 14 X o 0
Oral Roburte U 4. . (] .0 (] 0 o .0 (] o 0 o 0 o 0
Oscar Kowe JC ..o . Q 0 (] 0 (] .0 (] 1 2 o 0 ] .0
Phillirs Unive seuas o 0 (] .0 (] .0 (] ] 0 (] 0 o 0
Salnt Greworv's ,,.. (] 0 (] 0 (] 0 o o «0 o 0 o 0
Sewf® UC voiannn . o 0 (] 0 o 0 4] (] .0 o 0 (] .0
Resdvsle UC o« . o 0 1 2 [ .0 (] (] 0 [ «0 (] 0
8. L. Stete L.iaaaen o 0 4] 0 2 Y} (] (] 0 (] 0 v .0
South 0. tahoes Citw [} .0 ] 0 [} 0 [} -0 .0 o .0 [} 0
8. W. Collene .eav.. o 0 (] 0 (] «0 (] o 0 (] 0 (] 0
S W. State .,,, (] .0 o .0 (] 0 (] o «0 (] 0 o 0
Tulse JC .. ... L) .0 o 0 (] «0 (] o 0 ? g (] .0
U. of Oklahoes o 0 2 oS (] 0 1 (] .0 3 »2 o .0
Tulsa U ..., . Q0 0 o 0 o 0 1 (] 0 14 b [} 0
Hasrpll Indian JC .. 1 3 o .0 1 .3 8 2 4 2 .1 o 0
Chile: vo. BlA .,.... > .0 o 0 (] «0 (] (] 0 o 0 o 0
Out of State ... s 4] 0 o .0 (] 0 (] (] 0 " 27 1 -]
Tulss voTech ....... [4 0" [} .0 [4 .0 1 [4 .0 s .3 0 .0
Enid voTech ,.i0u0ss (] .0 (] .0 (] -0 (] (] 0 - «0 [ «0
Uklahoma Citvw Volech (3] 0 (] .0 4] - (] (] .0 o] 0 (] .0
Lawton Volech .,.... ] .0 (] .0 (] ot (] o .0 o 0 [ «0
#artlosvillie Volach ] 0 ] 0 [] 0 [} o 0 < 0 o 0
Druariaht voTech ... [ 0 1 2 (] 0 (] o 0 1 3 o »0
Auskogee VoTech ... Q0 »0 ] 0 ] . (] ] .0 2 0 o 0
Ardaore VoTech ..,., (3] .0 o 0 (] 0 (] o 0 o 0 [} 0
Wawne Voloche..., (] 0 (] .0 o «0 (] ] 0 (] 0 o 0
€1 Reno VoTlech . [} .0 [} .0 [} .0 [} 0 .0 [} 0 o .0
' Shawnee volech . ‘ Q .0 [} .0 [} .0 o [} «0 [} .0 o .0
Fnrt Cobd voTech .. o .0 [} .0 o .0 o o .0 o .0 0 .0
Puncan Volech «..aa o 0 (] 0 o 0 o [} 0 1 .1 o 0
Burns Flat Yolech .. ) .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 ) .0 0 "0 0 .0
nca ter VoTech ... [ .0 o .0 [} .0 [ [} .0 [ .0 4 .0
Pot volech ..oeas o .0 o 0 o .0 ] [} s o 0 o .0
Chickasha VoTech ... [} 0 [} 0 o .0 [} o .0 [} .0 [ .0
Hulo VOTeCh aresesas (] .0 o .0 o .0 (] ] -0 ] 0 o 0
UST s1eeecsennn [ .0 1 2 o 0 1 14 1.8 10 7 (] .0
Prosrietorv .. ) .0 ) .0 0 .0 o [ .0 1 .1 0 .0
QLher casusoaares o 0 4 .0 [} .0 H 3 2 3 -3 (4 0
Does Not Amelv . 197 99.4 407 97.8 327 93.3 402 489 4.1 1374 93.7 183 9g.9

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:



O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

MAJOR
All Resrondents
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Chickasaw
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Florlca o0 00
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Sac and Fou

Osade ...
Shawnee .

KioWwa o+
Crmmanche

Senaca .o
N veve .
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TABLE XXXIIIa

TRIBE AFFILIATION

Combined

2459
89
2056
17
207
601

== R | S 8
S OO 0I0 N

[5Y
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[5Y
MO DOONMNDHUULO I

1343
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TABLE XXXTIIb
MAJOR TRIRE AFFILIATION
UREAN vs RURAL

--_—_—_._.___‘-..‘—__..._.____—_._....___.._...—-...—_._—-_._._._.—._.—._.———-....—.—_.———————.—.——_

CPP_EP, LANC I N B B R T Y P Y 1168 46.39 129]. 72.69

Semirlole L A 5 :302 3: 1080
Chlclfa‘sau L N A P 74 3.02 - 130 7.32
E'JCheC_‘ L A R R 13 0053 ' 4 002

Choctaw vivvvennoess 174 6.5 34 1.86
Cherokee vevennnonse 300 19.86 101 5,69
Kick3m00 veennn. oo = 1
F'Junee L A A N 5 1,39 ()
F O e v it o nnennness 10 G.40 1
Fotowatomi +.vveeen 8 0.32 1
€3C and FOX v enrinees 3 0.12 0
Osade ..., 0.79 é
Shuwnee ,, 0,56 ]
KiOWa vt nnvnnoens 49 1,95 4 0.23
i
C
0
0
0
0
1

)
(&

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
.
-
[y
O

Commarnche vevevrooes 10 . 0.40
SEMECE oo ervnsnnnnes 9 0.3
o laware oovevesoees 12 0.48
CaYU93 v vt niennionnnns .00
ChoShoml v vwennnoese

I ..
B s N T

0
5 0.2 0.00
3 D12

I e L B A 23 0.v1 1

CR1PFOWE v ot vnnnns e 0,08 Q 0.00
NaV2UO senreronnenes 17 0.48 0 G.,00
Wirnebado oo venoes 0 0,00 9] 0.00
Ho 1 vh it tennnenns 0 G.00 0 0.00
FUeblo vei v ensons 3 0.12 1 0.06
Other ooveiertennnnes 746 1,02 12 0.68
NOE vt v i onnnnnnnos 226 8.98 146 8.22

-....___.—___._..—_...._....._._____.—_-..___.__—_.—.—______._—_—_—_.—___..... ——— —— o ——

TOTALS 2o18 1776

1314
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Navada Vit ey,
Winnebadn ey
HIEL viiiiiiinn,
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Qher vy,
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TABLE XXX1IIc

HAJOR TRIEE AFFILIATION
BY COUNTY
5 He INTOSH MUSKOGEE ONFUSKEE ONMULGEE TULSA WAGNER
A Noo % No. No. Noo Now % No.
8.2 13 0 o 4.9 281 84,7 38 9.0 893 390 1 MY
6.8 0 W0 4 4 I 3.4 § B 2.2 I .5
! 00 1 0 .0 36 1 62 4,1 0 .0
o I3 3 0.0 LA 8 .5 0 .0
14 U a4 8.0 10 3,2 1122 17 g4 0 .0
9 10 29 28 32,7 N (S 305 20,1 a7 4.8
2 0 0 0 W0 0,0 0 0 NI 0 0
W0 0 .0 T 0 .0 I 6 a8 SN
W0 00 12 00 0 .0 10 7 0 W0
W0 0 .0 0 40 0.0 0 0 8 .5 0 0
W0 0 .0 0 0 0 W0 12 | 0 0
W0 0 40 0 0 0 .0 0 0 % 1 VN
W0 0 0 I 5 0 .0 0 0 4.9 0 .0
W0 ) P2 0 40 06 48 30 0 40
W0 0 0 0 .0 0,0 I 04 7 .5 00
W0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 0 40 AN ) 0 .0
W0 0 0 0 .0 0 W0 0 0 12 .8 0 0
W0 0 .0 0 0 0 W0 0 0 0 .0 0 .0
W0 0 .0 0 40 0 .0 0 0 il 0 0
W0 00 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 3.2 0 0
W0 0 0 I 8 0 0 O 0 A 1.4 0 0
W0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 W0 21 0 0
N 0 0 0 0 LN 0 0 17 11 0 0
W0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 .0 0 0 0 0
W0 0 W0 0 0 0 9 0 0 0 W0 0 .0
W0 0 .0 3 13 0 40 1 "0
Oo 6 107 10 106 1 03 34 607 34 2!2 2 1'1
4,3 10 2,9 75 1.8 N5 05 136 9,0 W0 2.3
343 434 308 e 1514 163
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TABLI: XXXTVQ
MINOR TRIEE AFFILIATION
All hesrondent< Combired

——_................-———.—.._..—..._.—_..—————.-.._..—._.——.—-.—_.. b e e e e man w—— e seay ey

A M M S G s L S v b i e —. — - e . —

Creel o oot o et oneeess 230 J.38
SEeMINOIEe ottt nnnnees 290 b.79
CthPaSBU 0 0 0 0 0 4 b oo e 161 3#77
E'Jc‘hee ¢ 6 0 0 0 P 0 e e e 33 0077

Lroct 3w L R 87 2.04
Cherokee L N I NS S S 276 Ge 10
N1CKBFOO we st venneos 3 .07
F'aswniee ® 6 060 00 00000 400 33 0.77
Fonca ® 6 0 0 0 00 00 e 27 0.63
Fotswatomi seeeenen, 14 Q.33
Sec 3nd FOX veeoenoe 23 O.54
USBHE s s esessonosose 20 0.47
Shaunee 0 0 0 0 00 00 00 40 0.94
Kiowa ® 0 & 0 0 00060 00000 18 0.42
COMMSIICIIe o4 o v s nense 15 0.35
Se‘rlﬁ’ca L e R ) 21 V.49

DEelaware oeeeoeoesss o
(O XY T3 L 1
SNOSHOML 66060 oeeees 1 0.02
QUBFSW o600 00esosees Q
a
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UNIPFRUS oo o s o oesess 5 Q.
NBVEBIO o 6ot oo 0os00a0s 14 V.o
Uinrmenado oo veveeses o) 0.14
Hor2 ® 6 F 6 0 0 6 0 e 00 e O '0.00
F"Jeblo LI O N N S 0 0.00
oo }

Utht‘.‘r L N B N N T N YA Y SEPO 181 94.24
NOoMme L R 2734 &4 .00
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I'ABLE XXXTVb

MINOR TARIRE AFFILIATION
LEAN vs RURAL
UREBAN RURAL
EoT “ No. %

CT‘F‘F“P R EEEE IS 125 5000 105 5092
Si.’”!irlole S 20 s 00 e ® s 0 158 60\.2 132 7044
Chizsha3sauW sosviersone 72 2.88 89 S5.02
Eychean R R R N R T 20 .80 i3 0.73
Choctaw eeees S0 0 006 00 70 2.80 17 Q.96
ChET‘OHEE L A I N R Y 188 70\J2 8_8 4096
NlCl'JPOO o 8 0 0 00 00 e 3 0012 . 0 0.00
FaWmie o oeoveeee * s 0 00 27 1.08 é 0.34
FFOrCa +ivevenesvevss 12 0.48 19 0.8%
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O
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SBC arnd FO}': EEEEEEE 12 0048
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O
o
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C"Sai‘:e RN EEEEEEEES 10 0.40 i0 0056
CHOWMe® oo vt v e v s oo s 30 1,20 0.356
KNiOWa eev v evenerosee 18 0.72 0.00
Commanche eeoesoosoon - 0.28 0.45
Scenmeca R EEEEEE T 0052 0045
Delawdare s oeeeeeoses . 0.24 0,00

COYUEI v v s eeoeeoos e
Shoshormil ot eeesoven
QU SW coe s eses s
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Chierouwa +.o..
HSVYEIO s e ensvonee
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Other crevr i osseses
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TOTALS 2499 1773
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TABLE XN¥IVe

MINOR TRIEE AFFILTATION

by COUNTY

-----------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------------------------------------------

---------------------------------------------------------

----------------------------------------------------------------------------------

Creek o, 37124 16 17 0 0 17 27 LA X 243 100 7 14,8
TEIT) R 10 34 115 2.4 MO 390 N 9.4 14 3.1 NI N
ChIch usaw vhiviny,, 4 14 0 W LY 23 0 W0 4 40 7449 7 4.9
EUCher v, 0 W0 2.8 0 W0 ] N I 0 6 12 0 7 0 .0
Chactaw iy | X 10 2.3 J b 13 20 4 1,3 16 3 4l 2 0 0
Chorchpp XN EENRER 10 3 A 90l 19 ‘ 73 11,5 i 09 | 4,1 106 7|1 9 4,9
YL0hara0 ey 0 W 0 W0 0 - 0 W0 0 W0 0 W0 3 " 0 W0
FowfiCe VI ey 8 27 0 W0 3 N 4 Wb 0 W0 2 W 16 1.1 0 0
Farica NN RNI AT 1 X S 1! 0 W0 6 9 ! " { " 10 v 3 1.4
Potauwatom vuviiias, 0 W0 0 W0 0 0 0 .0 I 00 Y S S O 0 W0
07 and Fox RYTRXRY NN 0 W0 0 W0 W0 W0 0 W0 ? 1.8 6 4 0 W0
Jsude RN R RN 0 i v 1] i 1.0 ¢ W0 \ 0 W0 ) e 10 i 0 W0
Sha‘dﬁl’ﬂ NN RN ERTT) | " ! 02 " A 0 W f W0 {2 204 23 14§ 0 W0
K16wd P, 0 W0 0 W0 3 g 2 3 0 W0 0 o0 13 W7 0 W0
Conmarche XXX 0 W0 0 W0 0 W0 0 0 0 W0 8 16 7 v 0 W0
Sereca ONYTRRRTINY 0 W0 0 W0 0 W0 0 W0 VIR 0 W0 16 11 0 W0
lglaware Vs 0 o 0 W0 0 W 0 W0 0 W0 0 W0 ) 4 0 0
Couuda Ve 0 W0 0 W0 0 0 0 W0 0 W0 0 W0 { Wl 0 W0
Shashony Vg 0 0 0 10 0 W0 0 N 0 W0 0 0 | '] 0 W0
R 0 0 N 0 .0 5 .8 0 0 0 0 i 3 0 0
S0 RN RN RNT 0 0 0 0 0 A0 l W, 0 0 0 W0 2 {4 0 W0
Chipkows YENRRREEY 0 W0 0 W0 0 W0 0 W0 0 o 0 W0 N] o 0 N
Nivaao XEXRRANIINIE 0 0 3 W/ 0 W0 1.2 7 2 0 W0 3 12 0 W0
CHIEHELT I 0.0 0 0 NI WY 0 .0 0 0 0 40 I 0 .0
Hop YEC NN e ey 0 W0 0 W0 0 o) 0 W0 0 W0 0 W0 0 W0 0 W0
ATTAN IR 0 0 0 0 0 W0 0 W0 0 W 0 W0 0 .0 N
I 1 20 W58 18 R U R S YR Y B S
OB i, 180 6004 243 55,9 227 444 458 72,0 218 .5 37 663 887 591 124 48.8
fOTALS 298 439 142 434 307 508 1501 163
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TABLE XXXVa

[IEGREE OF MAJOR INDIAN ELOOI
All Resrondents Combined

No. A
NOME sossvossovvocne 390 2.11
1/8 sovsoesveerenncs 234 S5.47
2/8 0r 174 +eeevenen 477 11.14
3/8B sreeerrecrscnren 154 3.60
4/8 Or 1/2 seevveens 1116 26.07
S5/B sese s serer e 88 2.06
678 O 374 seveevenn 301 7.03
778 sevses e rrresens 29 2.31
é/B O 1 ceooverenns 1422 33.22
TOTAL 4281

191
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. BLE XXXVb

DEGREE OF MAJOR INDIAN ELOOD

UREBAN vs RURAL

UREAN RURAL

“No. 7z “No. 7z
NOME +srnnnsoonnnooe 234 9.32 156 8.82
178 vovnnnnoonnonnns 162 6.45 72 4.07
2/8 O 1/4 vevrvrons 280 11,13 197 11.14
3/B veernnennnernes 99 3,94 55 3,11
478 01 1/2 veveerorns 731 29,10 385 21,76
S/8 e enerarerenaens 48 1,91 40 2,26
6/8 OF 3/4 vevrnnnns 178 7.09 123 6.95
T/B eerrnnnnnaeeees 63 2,51 36 2,04
878 01 1 vovvnvnooss 717 28,54 705 39.85

TOTALS 2512 1769

192




DEGREE OF MAJOR INDIAN ELOOD

TABLE XXXve

BY COUNTY
I GBS RI R S OMLGEE T
e x T T T e o 1 e x e
I A T S R R R W2 8B
1/8 uuunnunnl 4 103 1 ('Y 5 105 54 805 10 303 12 204 131 806 17 9!3
UBor 174 viivn, WL 30 69 19 S 107 14,0 A 88 N a5 7 13y 18 99
3/8 AR N NN NN 12 4!0 6 104 3 o? 14 202 16 502 22 403 77 501 3 106
YBor 172 vovvvninr 100 304 10 R A A Y I LY VI B 3 12 80 6 24 24 132
R UL B U I T R S R ¥ I A 26 0 0
6/8 OI' 3/4 (LR NN NN NN 16 504 34 708 28 802 30 407 20 605 41 801 125 803 7 308
7/8 AR R NN RRERY) 4 103 20 406 6 108 15 204 9 209 13 206 28 108 3 106
B/8 0r L viirvivinny 300 191 M0 208 408 18 9183498 24 42 1 3 % 30.8
TOTALS 298 434 340 634 307 307 1515 162
194
193

v T



TABLE XXXVIa
DEGREE OF MINOR INLDIAN ELOOD

All Resrondents Combined

S Gt G St G D o e T e e U S e S o s S o St o St Mt b T ot St g St it vt it et o v Sepn St GO0

No. %A
NCEM@ sovvsvvvosonnns 407 15.11,
1/78 vovevsonnvnnnnns 238 8.83
2/78 or 174 severnnnne 474 17.59
3/8 svesrssrverernnns 119 4,42
4/8 or 1/2 sevesvens 1095 40.65
S/8 R RN R 25 0,93
6/8 or 3/4 viverenns 79 2.93
778 seveerttstnsanns 2 0.07
B/8 O0r 1 sevovrvonns 255 ?.47
TOTAL 2694
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TABLE XXXVIb
DEGREE OF MINOR INDIAN BLOOD

URBAN vs RURAL

e e o o o e o ot ot et S o o (o e b S T e S G e S S e T b e v e S S o b . — o S04 e ——— —

UREAN RURAL

“No. 7z “No. %
FIE ovvansonansonns 242 14,54 163 16,02
B terrrnrrnnaeones 164 9.86 74 7.18
B or 174 veeeennos 285 17.13. 189 ig. 45
S 80 4.81 39 3,79
B Or 1/2 veverenns 718 43.15 377 36,60
B heeerannnronenas 21 1.26 4 0.39
B OF 3/4 vereneoes 60 . 3.61 19 1.84
B aaeirnrnennaeons 2 0.12 0 0.00
B OP 1 eovrnnnoees 92 5.53 163 15,83

TOTALS 1664 1030

196




NORE wannarer vivin
VB vivniinininn
Y8 or A viivinn
I8 vvivinnin
4/8 or 1/2 ....;....
38 cvniiiann
8/8 or 34 viivvnin
28 v

BB orl vivivvrian

---------------------

BY COUNTY

""""""""""""""""""""" RS HRINTOSN  WUGKOGEE - OKFUSEE . OKHULGEE  TULSA . WAGNER
"""""" T T e e et et e % Ko 4
12,6 20 B4 13 %5 86 2.6 M 235 3 B 141 134 56 AL

10 L1 2 15 55 438 § 59 14 L5 13 a5 19 154

19,7 3 150 20 146 98 M4 17 167 28 4T A9 199 20 184

i b N5 1 9 3 kS JC T A % B I B 2 1

50,2 114 48,5 40 43,8 147 369 50 49,0 139 347 440 4L 28 203

0 0 W0 4 A9 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 W0

0 0 0 27107 1.8 0 0 19 48 N 29 0 0

O 0 0 0 W0 D0 2 2.0 0 W0 0 0 0 W0

14,3 63 244 10 23 0 0 0 0 153 38.2 0 .0 0 W0

239 137 - 398 102 400 1052 122

TOTALS

197

---------

TABLE XXKVIc

DEGREE OF MINOR INDIAN HLOOD

198
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TABLE XXXVIIa

TOTAL DEGREE OF INDIAN BLOOD
All Resrondents Combined

No. %
Nore ......;........ 333 7.77
1/7B sevovennnnssnnnns 200 4,67
2/8 or 1/74 vevinnenn 322 7.52
3/8 sevrrssnnrssnnnns 139 3.é5‘
4/8 Or 1/2 sevvvvens 521 12.16
S/8 seeresnnrenesens 85 1.98
6/8 or 374 sevennnnn 233 S5.44
7/8 seeeronsrennnsen 147 3.43
B78 or 1 sesesnnsnns 2303 53.77-
TOTAL 4283

199
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TABLE XXXVIIb
TOTAL DEGREE OF INDIAN ELOOD

URBAN vs RURAL

UREAN RURAL

“Na. % “No. %

NOME vosovovnnsoonnn 196 7.81 137 7.72
178 vvvnrronnnsonnnn 138 5.50 62 3.49
2/B 00 1/4 vevnvonns 189 7.53 133 7.50
3/8 vierniinnaimeonnn 97 3.87 42 2,37
4/8 OF 1/2 vevvevnns 310 12,36 211 11,89
S/8 vereervnneirnnne 57 2.27 28 1.58
678 0F 3/4 vuvennnnn 165 6.58 48 3.83
7/8 taeerrnaneinnane 98 3.91 49 2.76
B/8 0F 1 vivrnvonnns 1259 50.18 1044 58.85

TOTALS 2509 1774




TABLE XXXVITo

TOTAL DEGREE QF INDIAN KLOQD

DY COUNTY
\
CREEK HUGHES ~ MeINTOSH HU’AUGEE OKFUSKEE ORHULOCE TULEA WAGNER
“ﬂﬂi;:.“i;.ﬂ ..&;:..I.i. I'a;:ﬂuﬂﬂit HINO: .UI;I ‘N;:..-ui- Iﬁ;:‘...i- .'&;:‘ﬂﬂ.i- -'ﬁ;:.ﬁﬂﬂiﬂ

U ITVIPITOYPR A AN U O SN A 1 N AU VA 5 I ' RO 1 A T
PO vomniinneens 4 L1 4 LA 4 L2 4L 45 B N6 9 LA B &5 N0 14
Mot Vo 13 A3 7 10029 85 A 15 A8 2 A8 12100 20 110
VB onmenmnne 16 S 2 5 A L2 1930 13 22 8 44 5 28
VRV PTTPITPRY NN VIV P I I I X B A T RN U I Y S R T
S8 e 7 233 0 0 R3S 2 4 8 L 228 0 0
Y L TTIYTYYTN | N 3 SR TR N % SN BN IY SO N S 1% SN V- Y N - - X U WY
L RTTIITPITTPIITYR A VU B W2 r o BR Mm oAl 4

B8 00 1 vivernvenne 166 T07 342 79,2 283 B30 243 384 203 459 32 437 620 a3 M3 N0

TOTALS 298 438 344 633 308 307 ERHIK 181

202

OSE
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TABLE XXXVIIIa
RESFONDENTS THAT UNDERSTAND THE TRIEAL LANGUAGE

All Resronderts Combined

S e b Gt G S S v s S S e (e b S b e S S G o o et S S S P e S Gl

No., 4
Yes N N N RN NN 1677 38,99
No A I S A I S S R SN A SRS 2624 61.01
TOTAL 4301

203
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TABLE XXXVIIIb

RESPONDENTS THAT UNDERSTAND THE TRIBAL LANGUAGE

URBAN vs RURAL

URBAN RURAL
“No. % “No. | %
‘@S s s 00 s s s 00t 000 209 36,01 768 43,22
NO t oo s s s o s es 0000000 1615 63,99 1009 546.78
TOTALS 2524 1777




TABLE XXXVIIIc

RESFONDENTS THAT UNDERSTAND THE TRIBAL LANGUAGE

153

BY COUNTY -
_______ CRCEK "HUGHES MCINTOSH HUSKOGEE ONFUSKEE OKHULGEE TULSA WAGNER
“TTRe. 2 “Ne. z No. z No. Z Na. z Nov X Nee X Real T
99 33.2 288 65.6 176 S51.3 200 31.4 155 S50.3 224 44.1 457 30.0 45 24.3
i heereeres 199 66.8 151 34.4 167 48.7 436 8.6 153 49,7 284 55.9 1065 70.0 140 75.7
ALS 299 439 343 636 300 508 1522 185

O

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:
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TABLE XXXIXa
RESPONDENTS THAT SPEAK

THE TRIBAL LANGUAGE FLUENTLY
All Resrondents Combined

e e it e e G S S T M o e o e Gt e St ot e e e TS et o o G O s S o

NO . Z
YCS s o vevseoss s 0080 1079 l 25009
NO s oesovnonssssonns 3222 74.91
TOTAL 4301

206
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TABLE XXXIXb

RESPONDENTS THAT SPEAK
THE TRIBAL LLANGUAGE FLUENTLY
UREBAN vs RURAL

URBAN RURAL
NO» 7 No. %
YOS sererirsinnnnan 540 21,39 539 30.35
No N RN 1985 78061 1237 ' 69065
TOTALS 2525 1776

207




TABLE XXXIXc

" REGPONDENTS THAT SPEAK
[HE TRIBAL LANGUAGE FLUENTLY

B COUNTY
" REEK ES  eiiTOSH  MUSKOOEe  OKFUSKEE  OKWULGEE TUSA  WAGNER
S A P T T T4 e 4
Yes nnnnouna;o /2 2402 184 4200 129 3706 118 18.6 123 3909 144 2807 254 1607 30 1602
o 5B IS4 S0 M4 s24 S BLA 15 00 J2 7L 14 83 155 83,8
UTALS 298 a8 3 534 308 8 5% 185
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TABLE XLa

(RIBAL TOWN AFFILIATION

All Resronrndents Combired

T e e me T Gt TS TS Gt S T S e TS cers e S v e o S e e s v M s T A T v - e = T e dr— - T v

No. Z
Coweta ecrververrrrnne 85 2,00
Brokern Arrow ssseess 48 1.13
Chedaha srever v e 30 0.71
Locharroka seserenen 21 0.49
Conchartey soreer e 61 1.43
Hitchita seov v e nes 4 16 0.38
Cussehta seresrenere 24 0.956
TaskeKo sseeesrevrnne 24 0.36
Tulsa (Canadian) ... 50 1.18
Tulsa (little Rivery ?2 2,16
NOYSTKE sesevsvernne 63 1.33
AKTaske sreevess e 21 0.49
Arbekoche soer s s 3 0.07
Arbeka sooevvssvvree 23 2,23
Arbeka 2Nd s sever e é 0.14
Greernleaf soovvvnrnn 33 0.82
Oewohka sssvnssverne g 0.19
Fish Pond s+eerreerne 22 0.952
ThlorthlocCo sevev e 84 1.98
Tokebachee +iveor s 132 3.10
ThewahleyY stosveer e 19 0.45
Ki3liga ssveerrnenne ?1 2.14
TokrPafka srevs v e 2 0.05
Talmoch3ssSee sereeee 7 0.16
Fufaula 1 srvervens 112 2,63
Eufaula 2 seersssnee 3 0.07
Pakantslahassee ... ' 11 0.26
Hillabee R R R 26 0061
Chartarksofka +ess.. 0 0.00
Kichoratake sisessee é 0.14
ATLUSSEe e eesr e 10 0.24
Tallahossochee s+ 44 1.03
Allabamma sesser o0 25 0,59
J350Chee seerr oo e 10 0.24
Oeokatfke seovsser e 31 0.73
Okcharve soserev oo, 23 0.54
Ocheyarofa seevevens 78 1.63
Talwathakko ssee s 19 0.43
Talartesda sooveveere 0 0.00
Hutschechara srs s 0 0 0.00
QUBSSBPteg_—l te 00 0 e ' 21 0.49
Quassartey——2 s 0 1 0.02
Yoochee sorertosnones 60 1.41
Bid SPrimngd seereer e 12 0.28
DO Not KNOW o+ o0 0000 1423' 33.46
NONE s s vovrorsnnne 1297 30.30
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TABLE XIb

TRIEBAL TOWN AFFILIATION

URRAN vs RURAL

? URBAN RURAL
No. A No. %

Cowetad srvesessnnnnne 42 1.67 43 2447
Brokern Arrow sseeeee 28 1.11 20 L.15
Cheydaha s+sss 00000000 23 0.92 / 0.40
LOoch3rroka sess s 14 0.96 7 0.40
Conchartey osses oo 23 0092 38 .18
Hitchita sessov oo 7 G.28 7 0,352
Cussentad sseevvssnne 15 0.60 K4 0.52
Taskeko sss000 00000 13 0.952 11 0.63
Tulsa (Canadian) .. 16 0.64 34 1.95.
Tulsa (litt’e River) 67 2:67 25 1.44
Novarksa I N A A S A 29 1.15 36 2,07
AKTASKE s o rer v 7 0.28 14 0.80
Arbekoche o oo o000 3 0.1% 0 0.00
ATrDEeka so 100 s 0000000 44 1.75 91 2093
Arbeka 2nd sese e e 2 0.073 » 4 0.23
Gr‘eenleaf’ EEEEEEEEX 18 0072 l7 0.98
Jewohka oo s o0 000000 8 0,32 0 0.00
Fish Pond s+ssvev e 15 0.0 7 0.40
ThlorthloccO ses e 54 2.15 2N 1.72
Tokebache® oo v o000 59 2.39 - 73 4,19
Thewahley sesevv e 10 .40 ' ? 0,32
Kialida sevesvenvons 16 0.64 75 4,371
TokrafKka sseevsnvsne 1 0.04 1 0.06
Talmochassee oo 0 0.00 7 0.40
Eufaula 1 NN 43 1.71 69 3.96
Eufaula 2 seeveasens 2 0.08 1 0.06
Pakantalahassee ..., 3 0.12 8 0.46
HIllabee EEEEEEEERX 7 0.28 19 1.09
Chartarksofka s+seee 0 0.00 0 0,00
Kichoratake sovos 00 I . 40020 1 G066
ATtUSSEeR s o000 00 5 ‘0,20 EJ 0.29
Tallahossochee oo 7 0.28 37 2,13
Allabamma ssesss s 13 0.52 12 0.69
Osochee v coorsone = 2 0.08 8 0.46
Oeokofke sov o o000 000 ‘ ] 0.20 26 1.49
Okeharye sovr v s o000 4 0.16 19 .09
Oche4yarofa sieeeseee 30 1.19 48 2.76
Talwathakko seeeseee 8 0.32 11 0.63
Talarteda svoov oo 0 0.00 0 0,00
Hutschecharad +dse e 0 0.00 0 0,00
Quassartey——1 oovo'ooo‘ 8 0.32 13 0.75
Quassartey-—2 seesee 1 0,04 0 0.00
YOoOochee oo oo oo 00000 23 ; 0.92 37 2,13
RPig SPrimgd oveveves 7 ¢ 0.28 5 0,29
o Not Know seeeeee 893 ; 385,35 930 30.44
N(’Jne I I I R R R R B R Y W ) 932 ' 37010 \5(‘)5 :20096

S s ot fore T G WD A e e S0 es sve e evve seve veve M reve et = e el Gend TS S e e e Ge bmh gt T e M ute e e e s e o e G SR S 1M $00s MO S3ar 4ol fete Ve 004 Tve Fue Sub bem wems V4 (om e Fve

TOTALS 2512 - . 1741




b R et

CREEX HUGHES KcINTOSH HUSKOGEE ORFUSKEE ~ OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER
N.o % Noo % Noo 4 New 4 Noo & N X Noo L Now 4
Cowetd vuvervivnnnes 5 1.8 0 W0 ] 9 3 ' { " it 2.2 NI 7 1.8
Broken APTOW veven, K ) 0 um_o“o 1 3 0 W0 ! 'y 0 W0 27 1.8 17 9.2
Coeuahd vovvrveens 0 L0 00 3 9 0 0 0 w0 428 130 0
Locharpoha vivvinnes { o4 0 0 0 0 0 W0 0 W0 { Y. b} X! 14 7.4
Conchartes viviviiss 0 0 8 1.8 0 0 2 33 0 0 17 3.4 14 W9 1 '
Hibehitd vnvvasnnn 0 W0 7 1L 0 0 0 W0 2 v/ 6 L2 { vl 0 W0
CUSSEN%a vornneer oy 4 13 0 0 0 W0 0 W0 0 W0 14 2.8 ] 3 1 o
Taskeko uuoonn;c 0 W0 2 v VAT 0 W0 I 10 | 02 8 v ! V3
Tulsa (Canadian) ... 5 1.8° ] 9 9 24 1 02 0 W0 0 0 18 1.2 3 7.0
Tulsa (little River) 0 0 49 11.2 ! W3 d ) 0 W0 1 2 38 2.4 0 W0
NOYATKE wovinninnans I 3 V7 18 4.2 ) W9 16 8.2 ? 1.8 9 b 0 0
L 1 T AR 2 W7 ! 12 0 W0 0 0 9 2.9 2 oA 7 ) 0 +0
Arberoche veverirane 0 W0 0 0 0 0 1 " 0 0 2 W4 0 0 0 +0
ATDRAS vivvensnanins 0 00 18 T I 90 5 8 10 3.3 16 52 16 11 0 W0
Arteka 2nd viviienn, ! 4 0 W0 4, 1,2 ) W2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 W0
Greenleal vovrvenins 0 W0 0 10 2 b 2 ) 9 29 7 144 15 1.0 0 W0
Gowohka vevivnnnsnes 0 /0 0 0 I O 0 W0 2 Y { 02 0 O 0 0 W0
Fish FORG vovrvnvaos 0 W0 3 V7 0 W0 4 N 5 ¢ 0 W0 10 07 0 0
Thlorthlocto severns 4 1.3 1330 0 0 4 N 32 10,4 8 1.4 18 12 4 2.2
Tghebachee vevvennre 0 +0 88 20,1 5 1.3 4 b 12 3.9 ¢ I8 4 V3 0 W0
Thesohley wvesvinnes 0 0 v Ll 0 0 13 2.0 1 3 0 W0 0 W0 0 0
K131183 vevonvarnens CIE 30 6.8 19 65 12 1.9 6 2.0 1324 1 ol 6 3.2
T2ke3Tha vavaninvans 0 W0 0 0 0 W0 0 W0 0 0 i ) 2 { ol 0 W0
Talnochassee veveins 0 0 3 W7 0 W0 0 0 4 13 0 w 0 +0 0 W0
, Eutauia 1 vivrinnnvns 0 0 11 V9 37 6.6 16 25 I N0 5 1,0 ' 20 1,3 0 0
Eutaula 2 vovvnnnnes 0 0 0 +0 2 b 0 W0 0 40 { 02 0 0 0 +0
Pavartalahassee ooy 0 0 0 W0 6 17 0 +0 0 W0 o b i d ol 0 0
Ail1adee suivrearens 0 0 D TB! 8 23 0 W0 8 2.4 4 N: 1 o 0 0
Chartarksafkd vivaes 0 W0 0 0 0 O 0 +0 0 0 0 W0 0 0 0 0
Nichoratene vievnees 0 W0 0 0 5 13 0 W0 0 W0 0 . .0 1 % 0 0
ATTUSSER wavrrnnnirs 4 1.5 0 0 ) 0 0 0 0 12 § 3 0 0
Tallanossochee vuves 0 0 3 7.8 0 0 0 0 10 33 0 0 0 .0 0 W0
ALIS0ANIA vivrvnnaes 1 4 7 14 )| "3 ! . 6 200 ©9 ) 1.8 0 0 0 0
Bsochee vivevirnsine 0 0 1 2 { 3 8 1.3 0 0 0 W0 0 W0 0 0
Oeokofke vervvernans 0 W0 14 3.2 9 26 1 2 0 0 KIY. 4 3 0 W0
OKCRaPE vevvrninres = 0 40 0 L0 20 S8 2 3 0 L0 0 0 L 00
Ochegarofa vevesnnne 0 0 8 1.8 33 9.4 { 02 0 0 26 9.2 10 7 0 W0
Taluathakko veerrens 0 W0 0 W0 2 N 0 0 0 0 17 304 0 \0 0 0
Talartedd vivivnrnny 0 W0 0 0 0 W0 0 0 0 W0 0 ‘ W0 0 0 0 0
HbsChechard vennies 0 W0 0 0 0 .0 0 0 0 0 0 ;.0 0 W0 0 W0
Quassarted==1 vivrrs 0 0 1 " 123438 ] 8 0 0 3 1.6 0 W0 0 W0
Quassartey==2 sovies 0 0 0 W0 0 W0 ! 2 0, 40 0 W0 0 W0 0 .OI
YOCheE vurvnvenneny 7 246 i 02 0 W0 3 v 0 W0 4 4.8 19 1.3 0 .0,
ki Serind suuvunnns 7 24 0 0 0 0 0 0" 0 40 0 0 § 3 0 W0
Do Nob NrOw vevvnies 162 39,3 g 1 40 1127 X1 9.8 7% 257 134 26,9 o83 386 b4 4.6 p
NOM@ wovvnsnnunnnnes 41 22,3 50 11,4 ‘36 10,9 265 41,7 88 28.7 125 25,1 399 3946 57 3008[%
al 438 435 307 498 1512 165
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TABLE XLIa
[0 RESPONDENTS CONTRIRUTE TO HOUSEHOLD INCOME?

All Respondents Combined

No. Z
YOS eosovovesseverne 1718 40,63
NO ssessevvessrsovernn 2510 59037
TOTAL 4228

214




lel

TABLE XLIb

[0 RESFONDENTS CONTRIBUTE TO HOUSEHOLD INCOME?

UREAN vs RURAL

S s 04 TS e Mt e e o M e TS S it TS A S e e S ove TS et e P} mp e TS e TS G At MG rore vvve vve Gt vve Tere Trv G Same S e Teve b vve b e Teve WS sve ™S vevs b oeve v Sae8 D sem St

UREAN RURAL
No. 2 “No. 2
Yes L A N N R I N NI A 1040 41.60 678 39.24

No D N S S S O S N 1460 98.40 1050 - 60.76

TOTALS 2500 1728




TABLE XLIc

00 RESFONDENTS CONTRIBUTE TQ HOUSEHOLD INCOME?

BY COUNTY
GREEK  WUGHES  NINTOSH  MUSKOGEE  OKFUSKEE  OKMULGEE  TULSA VAGNER
ke 1 N 7 oo 1 N % Mo 2 Mo 7 N % Mev %
1S vovvninnione 302 302 158 367 180 525 280 447 95 30 199 I 408 41,3 72 3.9
NO X NN AN RN RN AN X ] 196 6508 273 6303 163 4-7.5 351 5503 211 6900 310 6009 893 580? 113 6101
foTALS 298 a3t 343 5 08 509 121 168

216

9T
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TABLE XLIIa
TYFES OF EMFLOYMENT OF THE RESFONDENTS

All Resrondents Combined

T T T T T T T ST e e 6454 A e e v e e G e ot bt e >ty e Tt e S ) e e S oot S Y. — W W e vee

No. %
Self-Emeloved ter e 102 2.41
Emploved I N N N S SR Y ) 1028 24,32
UHEMPIOHed L R S A RN 374 8.85
Retired Pee et et b 218 S5.16
Does Not Arply YRR 2505 59.26
TaTAL 4227

218
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TABLE xt;Ib
TYFES OF EMPLOYMENT OF THE RESFONDENTS

UREAN vs RURAL

_______________________________ URRAN RURAL

Noe % “No. %
SElf—EmPIOBQd RN 50 2,00 52 3.01
Emplosed RN . - 694 27077 334 19033
Unemplosed YRR 193 7.72 181 10.47
Retll"ed Y E R R 995 3080 123 7012
Does Not Arrly sesee 1467 58.70 10386 60,07

TOTALS 2499 1728

219




TABLE XLIIc

TYPES OF EMPLOYMENT OF THE RESFONDENTS

BY COUNTY

"""""""""""""" CREEK  HUGHES  MeINTOSH . MUSKOGEE . ORFUSKEE - OXHULGEE TULGA VAGHER

Noo % New % Nov X New X Noo X No X Moo & Now X

------------------------- -

Self-Emploved voveo 1 1.4 11 23 i1 3.2 20 3 9 29 12 24 o 1.8 7 3,8
Enpioved vavirrnnie 77 26,0 74 {71 42 1202 167 b3 52 14,9 119 2344 448 30,8 29 15'7

Unenrloved vivevain GV TS S C IS Y. HCC T S /A0 2% WY T T 1Y O v A I8 B/ A 1S S [ 16.3

Retired vivarinnnnn 18 &1 3788 2 8.5 34 5.4 13 4.2 I3 643 3 2:2 20 10,8
Doos Not Aeely voons 167 Sed 257 S92 462 W RS 10 409 W8 S 93 A0 10 SRS
TOTALS 294 433 343 633 307 509 1919 189
220

S9OT




166

TABLE XLIIIa

AMOUNT OF EMFPLOYMENT OF THE RESPONDENTS

All Respondents Combined

g P SRR S Pl stadad bbb e bl dendendaniondendond

No. A
Part Time seessveren 163 3.92
Full Time seeer 000 986 23,70
Does Not APPlY s+ 00 3011 72,38
TOTAL 4160

222




TABLE XLIIIb

AMOUNT OF EMPLOYMENT OF THE RESPONDENTS

URBAN vs RURAL

167

I L i S T TRt g g i S Gt e G S S g o O G e . S g s G St S S MDA S e WD S S e b o M gy S S PP o S e TSP S S S e P et S g S s

O S S G S e s e g S0 g i e S SO O ke S et b Mo G S G S e M W it et WD o o Bt g o g S Gt s D S S S S S TP SO Gy S vt S St Y S e e s e

Fart Time sesevoosee
Fizll Time esesevoovse

loes Not ArrlY e

TOTALS

URBAN
No .« A
97 3+92
639 26.49
1721 692.39
2473
223

RURAL

—NDO Z

66 3,91

331 19,62

1290 76,47
14687



TABLE XLIIIc

AKOUNT QF EMPLOYMENT OF THE RESFONDENTS

Y COUNTY
""""""""""""""" GREEK  HUGES  HCINTOSH  MUSKOGEE  ONFUSKEE  ONWOLGEE  TULSA . WAGHER
T T A ™
Fart Time vovvvrvan 19 4§ MY 9 2.8 27 4 15 4,9 10 2.0 57 3.8 3 146
FUll Time vovvvsnns 63 22,2 60 14,3 49 15,0 141 2544 48 15.6 123 WM& 445 2944 33 18,9
Uoas Not APPLY veves 209 7143 337 80,2 268 82,2 440 0.1 244 9.5 386 733 1000 46,4 147 7905
(07 ALS 293 420 326 628 189

Luf

v 307 499 1302

220

89T
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TABLE xrIva
OCCURPATION SKILLS OF THE RESPONDENTS

All Resrondents Combined

No. b4
Industrial sesees e 299 7.09
OFffice sorvsvvvrnrnn 207 4,91
Service vt 178 4,22
Educational sesesves 56 1.33
Sales servevevereronns 48 1.14
Construction ssseses 116 2:75
Transportation s+ . 68 1.61
Science & Tech soves 23 0.55
Mechanics sreeeveren 59 1.40
Health soeesvev oo 86 2.04
Social Scientists ., 0 0.00
Social Science seee 19 0.45
Laborer soerveveeren 121 2,87
Arts & Crafts sevees i8 0,43
Disabled +sivver v 120 2,84
Does Not AerplY e 2800 646,38
TOTAL 4218

220
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TABLE XLIVb

OCCUFATION SKILLS OF THE RESFONDRENTS

UREBRAN vs RURAL

- " . e PO Bh B B CED e D P A e S M D P MM M D P M M R P S D NS My b Pt M ey (0 FOO) M ey PO Ao e My S et et ey SOUP GO0 My Mt YO D RIS SO SO SO e e ey PG s

UREBAN RURAL

No., 7z No., A
Industrial sesesnsen 186 7.44 113 6.98
Office sovevvsenvnnn 162 6,48 45 2:.62
Service soererer e 114 4,56 44 3,73
Educational seseesrs 40 . 1.60 16 0093
Sales serevevrrrnnne 25 1.00 23 1;34
Construction sesesen 77 3.08 39 2.27
Transportation seeee 44 1.76 24 1.40
Science & Tech +voven 18 0.72 3 0.29
Mechanics sevevsrsens 40 1,60 19 1,11
Health corererrennen 58 2,32 28 1,63
Social Scientists .. 0 0.00 o 0,00
Social Science seee © 14 0.56 S 0.29
Laborer soerereroree 43 1.72 78 4,54
Arts & Crafts seveen 15 0,60 3 0,17
Disabled sovrvvvvvnnn 49 1.96 71 4,13
[loes Not APPlY s e 1615 64,60 1183 ‘ 68.97

TOTALS 2500 1718

Q- 227




TABLE XLIV¢
OCCUPATION SKILLS OF THE REGPONLFNTS

BY COUNTY
CKEEK HUGHES He INTOGH ShOGEﬁ OKFUSKEE UhHULGEE TULBﬂ WABNER
NO, A No X N, A Nigo X Npy 4 Nos 4 No 4 Nou !
Induatrial vovvenine 2 9 H 87 17 3.8 39 642 186 5.9 W49 127 84 15 0.
Office virvennrnnine 13 44 4 N : N 37 5.8 7 A3 40 109 7.2 0 W0
SorviCe vivinnennn F 1Y, {1 2 16 47 M4y 15 49 14 2.8 7% A9 5 a7
Ednucationdl veverens . W 5 1 6 1.7 4 7 & 0 B 14 a4 14 2 1
8alog v 7 04 2 W ? N 7 4l 300 4 W8 13 W9 10 54
Construction veveens 6 A0 Pl S 1 17 7 6 A0 10 20 80 3.9 I 14
Transportation veres 7 24 J o 3 W9 17 A7 2 i 11 22 o I Y 0 W0
Science & Teeh vaaee a W | 12 0 W0 3 ' 1 13 ] W8 13 W9 0 W0
Hoehanics vivevrnin 6 20 2 ' 2 N 1 22 | v g Lié it S P KN
Health sivveneenian 9 &l 15 39 J W 4 22 3 10 B 14 I { Vi
Social Scientists o 0 W0 0 W0 0 W 0 W0 0 W0 0 0 0 V0 0 W0
Social Science verrs | " | " ? N 1 '3 | o 4 8 ! Vo ( W0
Laborer verveveerinn MRy 17 40 4 0 16 23 12 39 20 3.9 a 13 4 22
Arts § Crafts vorons 0 W0 0 W0 | 13 -} 8 0 W0 3 Wb y Y 0 W0
Disabled veviverinns 13 444 1583 4 4l 19 30 10 33 12 24 14 N 3 L
Doas Nobt APPLY +aivs 105 62,7 W5 49,6 250 72,9 408 40 22l 7,0 I 456 970 637 139 75l
TOTALS 293 424 43 6J4 304 509 1922 18%

| -2

208

TLT
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TABLE XLVa
LENGTH OF TIME ON FPRESENT JOR OR  SCHOOL

All Resrondents Combined

No. Z
1 - 6 monNths soveees 233 5.57
7 “LQ months DR NEN 152 3.63
1 = 2 95E8TS scrvrores 225 5,38
2 - 5 years se ot e 273 4.52
6 -10 years L A S R 252 ’ 4,02
Over 10 4Years "toeees ' 222 5,30
Does Not ArrFlY .40 2828 6757
rOTAL 4185

230
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TABLE XLVb e

LENGTH OF TIME ON PRESENT JOE OR SCHOOL

URBAN vs RURAL

...._._.—-—_.——-_.—-—-_——-——-—-——...._.—-——-—-_—-_.—_.—_—-_———-_.——-_-——_—-———-—__-——_—.—-—-—-—.—.——-—

UREAN RURAL

“No. % “Na. %

- & months ceevene 176 7.11 87 3.34
—12 months seesses 102 412 S50 2.93

= 2 gears sereeene 134 Se41 21 5432

) = 5 Wears eeersees 177 7.15 96  5.62

) ~10 HEBTS sesrsroe 118 4,77 134 7.84

Jver 10 gyears seeoe 120 4,85 102 5.97

loes Not APPlY sesee 1649 664,60 1179 68,99

TOTALS 2476 ' 1709

o 231
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TABLE XLVc

LENGTH OF TIME ON PRESENT JOB OR SCHOOL

BY COUNTY

CREEK HUGHES Mc INTOSH MUSKOGEE OKFUSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER

- No. 2- No. 4 No. 4 --ﬁo. 4 No. 4 No. r4 No. 4 No. 4 ‘

¢

cerenes 12 4.1 16 3.8 18 5.3 33 s.2 14 4.7 27 . 5.3 108 7.2 5 2.7

Cerenn 16 3.4 9 2.2 9 2.4 20 4.1 10 3.3 20 3.9 62 4.1 6 3.2

eeaanee 13 4.4 22 5.3 17 5.0 33 5.2 17 5.7 36 7.1 79 5.2 8 4.3

Ceeneas 28 9.5 32 7.7 o 2. 38 6.0 16 5.4 29 5.7 114 7.6 7 3.8

eeeenas 25 8.4 31 7.4 40 11.7 21 3.3 19 6.4 21 4.1 80 5.3 15 8.}

b oeverne 18 6.1 26 6.2 15 4.4 36 5.7 16 S.4 22 4.3 76 S, 13 7.0!

W oeeees 190 64,2 281 7.4 234 68.4  442° 70,3 207 49.2 354 69.5 989 5.6 131 70.8!
294 417 342 629 299 509 . 1508 185

RN

232

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

e,

g w e
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TABLE XLVIa

DISTANCE TO AND FROM WORK OR SCHOOL

All Resrondents Combined

S T ehs TS e e e T S S T e M e M o e S A} T e T4t M e M TS - cve S S S e e S o e e e . —

No. %
I= 5 miles sevesen 689 16,35
6~ 10 miles ssssres 306 7+26
11~ 20 miles sovsres 196 4,69
21~ 30 miles teeeeos 141 3,35
31— 50 miles sesenen 22 2.18
51-100 miles esevve- ?S 225
Over 100 miles +sse0 ?0 2;14
Does Not APPlY sesse 2806 61.83
TOTAL 4215

233
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TABLE XLVIb
DISTANCE TO AND FROM WORK OR SCHOOL
UREAN vs RURAL

"""""""""""""""""""""""""" URBAN  RURAL %
“No. %z “No» %
1= 9 miles sevvnne 459 18.37 230 13.40
6= 10 miles sseenss 178 712 128 7+.46
11- 20 miles sevsnsns 102 4,08 24 9.48
21- 30 miles seeeres 71 2.84 70 4,08
31- 50 miles seesves 37 1.48 99 3.21
51-100 miles voorves 28 1,12 67 3,90
Over 100 miles sese 38 1,52 92 3.03
lloes Notlﬁpplu vooes 1586 63,47 1020 39.44

TOTALS 2499 1716

234




3 eeceenn

A I

CE ceree

ERIC

Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

UNEEN
“TNe. 7z
44 14.8
21 7.1
21 7.1
21 7.1
11 3,7
16  S.4
3 .0
160 53.9
297

TABLE XLViIc

DISTANCE TO AND FROM WORK OR SCHOOL

177

BY COUNTY
HUGHES Me INTOSH MUSKOGEE - OKFUSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA WAGHER
_-;S:----E --Eo. V4 No. 4 No. 4 —-ﬁo. E- . No. Z No. X
87 20.3 89 26.2 96 15.1 49 16.4 87 17.1 190 12,5 47 25.8
17 4.0 49  14.4 34 5.4 8 2.7 30 S.9 132 8.7 ‘15 8.2
-] 1.4 21 b2 13 2.0 11 3.7 24 4.7‘ v8 b6.4 2 1.1
7 1.8 11 3.2 7 1. 2 o7 18 3.5 70 4.6 5 2.7
7 1.6 2 .6 8 1.3 10 3.4 17 3.3 29 1.9 B8 4.3
8 1.9 4 1,2 23 3.6 13 4.4 11 2.2 10 .7 10 5.4
5 1.2 8 2.4 7 1. 34 11,4 7 1.4 20 1.3 & 3.3
291 68.0 156 45,9 447  70.4 171 S7.4 315 61.9 975 64.0 ?1 495
428 340 635 298 509 524 184
3 Ned
2395
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TABLE XLVIIa
RESFONDENTS WITH A PHYSICAL HANDICAP

All Resrondents Combined

.—_____———_____.______________.________._____..

NO.» %
YOS ssveosvorr o 363 8?58
NO sosvervoerrorr e 3867 21.42
TOTAL 4230

236
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TABLE X1vVIIb

RESFONDENTS WITH A PHYSICAL HANDICAF

UREAN vs RURAL

e > o o rie e e o4 rove G M e e o o o e TS S A4 TS S0P Pam GeE: W SS9 et SHS TTS TS s S TS S TS e S S S TS v G S S T She) b

URERAN RURAL
“No. % “No. %
‘YOS severerrenses e 1538 6,20 208 12.02
NO soeesvsonvsorsens 2344 23,80 1523 87.98
TOTALS ) 2499 1731

2317
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TABLE XLVIIc

RESPONDENTS WITH A FHYSICAL HANDICAP

BY COUNTY
TTTTTTTTTCreen HUGHES Mc INTOSH HUSNOGEE OKFUSKEE OKMULGEE TULSA WAGNER
No. b4 No. z " No. 7% ;4;: 4 No. 72- No. % . Na. r4 Na. F 4
42 1441 74 17.1 58 17.0 32 5.0 24 7.8 % 9.0 &4 4.2 23 12.4
e ass BS.9 358 82.9 284 B83.0 403 95.0 284 92,2 443 91.0 1458 95.8 162 87.6 |
297 432 342 635 308 509 1522 185

| 238

O
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APPENDIX B

CREEK NATION CENSUS SURVEY INSTRUMENT
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lariable

'ariable

‘ariable

ariable

ariable

ariable

1.

CREEK NATION CENSUS SURVEY

County

Township

Range

Section

HOUSEHOLD INCOME PATTERN: (Circle)

01. § 500 - $ 1,000
02. 1,000 - 2,000
03. 2,001 - 3,000
04. 3,001 - 6,000
05. 6,001 - 10,000

06. 10,001 - .15,000
07. over 15,000

RESIDENCE STATUS: (Circle)

0l. Urban (Greater than 2,500)
02. Rural

HOUSING STATUS: (Circle)

0l. Own fully (Just one owner)
02. Own partially (More than one owner)
03. Rent

181

04. Other (please explain)
I1f house is owned, how is it financed? (Circle)

0l1. Financed by Creek Nation Housing Authority

02. " " Home Improvement Program (HIP)
03. " " Farmers Home Administration (FHA)
04. " " Other Federal Assistance

05. " " Private Funding

06. None of the above

If renting, who is your landlord? (Circle)
01.  Private individual or corporation

02. Creek Nation Housing Authority

03. Other Federal programs

04. None of the above

Is this house on restricted land? (Circle)

‘01l. Yes

02. No
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ariable

iriable

riable

riable

riable

riable

riable

iable

7.

8.

10.

11,

12,

13.

14.

. 182

The present dwelling contains how many rooms? (Circle)

0l. One
02. Two
03. Three
04. TFour
05. Five
06. Six

07. More than six

What type of heating fuel is used at the present address? (Circle)

01. Natural gas
02. Electric

03. Wood/Coal

04. LPG (propane)
05. Other

Where is the bathroom located? (Circle)

0l. 1Inside
02. Outside

What is the water source for the present address? (Circle)

01. Well 04. Pond
02. Rural water line
03. City water

If wei. wuc2r is used, is it pumped into the house? (Circle)

0l1. Yes
02. No
03. -Does not apply

How long has this family lived at this address? (Circle)

0l. 1-12 months
02, 1-2 years

03. 2-4 years

04. 4-10 years

05. over ten years

Are there people currently living at this address who are not re-
gular household members? (Circle;

01. Yes
02. No

If there are people cUrreﬁtly living at this address who are not
regular household members, how many? (Circle)

O0l. One
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02. Two 06. Does not apply
03. Three
04. Four

05. Five or more

fariable 15. Is the tribal language used in the immediate family? (Circle)

0l. Always

02. Frequently
03. Occasionally
04. Seldom

05. Never

ariable 16. How many household members are registered voters? (Circle)

0l. None
02. One
03. Two
04. Three
05. Four
06. Five

07. More than five

ariable 17. How often does this household use Indian Health Services? (Circle)

01. Always

02. Frequently
03. Occasionally
04. Seldom

05. Never

iriable 18. This household has used Indian Health Services within the last: (Circle)

0l1. One year

02. Three years
03. Five years

04. Ten years

05. Does not apply

riable 19. How often does this household use Bureau of Indian Affairs' services?
(Circle)

01. Always

02. Frequently
03. Occasionally
04. Seldom

05. Never

riable 20. This household has used Bureau of Indian Affairs' services within the
last: (Circle)

0l. One year
02. Three years
03. Five years
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04. Ten years
05. Does not apply

Variable 21. When &t home, what one organization do you turn to most in time
of emergency? (Circle)

Ol. Bureau of Indian Affairs
02. Creek Tribe (CHR, Manpower Representative, Education, etc.)

03. Non-Bureau of Indian Affairs' federal organization
04, Other '

Variable 22. When away from home, what organization do you turn to in the time of
emergency? (Circle)

0l. Bureau of Indian Affairs
02. Creek Tribe (CHR, Manpower Representative, Education, etc.)

03. Non-Bureau of Indian Affairs' federal organization
04. Other

Variable 23. When at home what one person do you turn to most in time of emergency?

0l. Relative

02. Minister

03. Tribal elder
D4, Friend

05. Other

Variable 24, When at home and if you turn to a friend, is he or she: (Circle)

0l. Indian
02. Non-Indian
03. Does not apply

Variable 25. When away from home what one person do you turn to most in time
of emergency? (Circle)

0l. Relative

02. Minister

03. Tribal elder
04. Friend

05. Other

Variable 26. When away from home and if you turn to a friend, is he or she: (Circle)

0l. Indian

02. Non-Indian
03. Does not apply
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HOUSEHOLD MEMBERS (REGULARLY LIVING HERE) PERSONAL CHARACTERISTICS AND ENPLOYHENT PATIERNS

1

Education
Noof  Highest
yeats  degree Tribe Degree of Indlan Blood
Nember conpleted  completed ik (See Coding List E) (Coding List ) Spesk Teibal Lung
\Sea Coding (coding (see coding (see coding  Major . Minor Major Minor Total Understand Tribal Lang- uage Fluently (la
List o) Agest st B) st Q) w 1{st D) A B A B { ugge (leyes 2eno) yes 2ano)
) Y
[Ra— - —— i—— arr— —— | — —— ——— o— a——— s—— — —r—
! ]
0l 0-.3 years w1f age of member 15 6 - 18 years, then: -
00 612 years 01, Still in school
03 13-18 years 02, Dropped out
04 19-25 yesrs 03, Does not apply
05 26-35 years £ ember has more than high school education, vhere? (See coding List'D)
06 3650 years . ‘ ‘
07 51463 years '

08 over 65 years

sS8T
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Houschold Tncone ' Length of tine on “latazce to & Fron
Tribal Town AEEL1ation Contribution Enployment Occupation Skill  presept Job ot school Work or School Physical Handicap

(Coding List €) (1yes 2en0) Aekee - pront (Goding List B) WL LU (Lnyes 2wno)
—_— ot — — — ' r— — —

' /“ ‘l
teexQL - Seli-emploped Kenenk(] 1« § months ki)l -5 mileg
00 Qutside (vork for someone else) 02 7-12 nonths 02 8+ 10 niles

03 Unemployed | 03 12 yeats | 03 1120 niles
04" Retired ' 0 2§ years 04 21+ 30 miles

05 Does not apply | 05 6-10 years 05 31+ 50 miles

' 06 over 10 years 06 51-100 miles .

"hh0L Part tine (less than 40 hes per veek) 07 does not apply for H.S, age o less person 07. over 100 niles

02 Full time

(8 Does not apply for H.S. age of less person
03 Does not spply '

~
"
-

:[@D)
Do
o

Q

| e
ER]

28T
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CODING LISTS
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Coding List A

Household Members by Title

0l. Father (Husband)
02. Mother (Wife)
03. Son

04. Daughter

05. Son~in-Law

06. Daughter-in-Law
07. Stepfather

08. Stepmother

09. Uncle

10. Aunt

11. Grandmother

12. Grandfather

13. Nephew

14. Niece

15. Mother-in-Law
16. Father-in-Law
17. Other (please describe)




0l1.
02.
03.
04.
05.
06.
07.
08.
09.
10.
11.
12.

Coding List B

Years of Formal Education Completed

K-6 grade

7-9 grade

10 grade

11 grade

12 grade (high school graduate)
13 (one year of post-high schocl work)
14 (associate degree '

15 ‘

16

18

Over-18

Does not apply
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0l.
02.
03.
04.
05.
06.
07.

Coding List c

Level of Formal Post-Secondary
Education by Degree

Certificate of Completion
Associate Degree
Bachelors Degree

Masters Degree

Doctorate

Post-Doctorate

Does not apply
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Coding List D

Post-Secondary Educational Institutions

Vo-Tech Area Schools

Altus Junior College 40. Tulsa

Bacone College 41. Enid
Bethany Nazarene College 42. Oklahoma City
Cameron College 43. Lawton

Carl Albert Junior College 44. Bartlesville
Central State University 45. prumright
Claremore Junior College 46. Muskogee
Conners State College 47. Ardmore

East Central State College 48. Wayne
Eastern Oklahoma State College 49. El Reno

El Reno Junior College 50. Shawnee
Langston University Si. Fort Cobb
Murray State College 52. Duncan
Northeastern Oklahoma A&M 53. Burns Flat
Northeastern State College 54. McAlester
Northern Oklahoma College 55. Poteau
Northwestern State College 56. Chickasha
Oklahoma Baptist University 57. Hugo
Oklahoma Christian College 58. OST
Oklahoma City University 59. Proprietary

Oklahoma College of Liberal Arts 60. Other

Oklahoma Panhandle State College 6l. Does not apply
Oklahoma State University

Oral Roberts University

Oscar Rose Junior College

Phillips University

Saint Gregory's College

Sayre Junior College

Seminole Junior College
Southeastern State College

South Oklahoma City Junior College
Southwest:rn College

Southwestern State College

Tulsa Junior College

University of Oklahoma

Tulsa University

Haskell Indian Junior College
Chilacco, BIA

Out-of-State (other than Haskell)

252

19¢(



191

Coding List E

Indian Tribes Resident to the
Creek Indian Nation

0l. Creek
02. Seminole

03. Euchee

04. Chicasaw

05. Choctaw

06. Cherokee -
07. Kickapoo

08. Pawnee

09. Ponca

10. Potawatomi
.11. Sac and Fox

12. Osage
13. Shawnee
14. Kiowa

15. Commanche
16. Seneca
17. Delaware

18. Cayuga
19. shoshoni
20. OQuapaw

21. Sioux
22. Chippewa
23. Navajo
24. Winnebago

25. Hopi
26. Pueblo
27. Other
28. None
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Coding List F

Degree of Indian Blood Quantum

0l. O

02. 1/8

03. 2/8 or 1/4
04. 3/8

05. 4/8 or 1/2
06. 5/8

07. 6/8 or 3/4
os. 7/8

09. 8/8 or 4/4

|\
1]
e




0l.
02.
03.
04.
0s.
06.
07.
08.
09.
10.
11.
12,
13.
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20.
21.
22,
23.

Coding List G

Tribal Towns with Creek Indian Nation

Coweta
Broken Arrow
Cheyaha
Locharpoka
Conchartey
Hitchita
Cussn~hta
Taskeko
Tulsa (Canadian)
Tulsa (Little River)
Noyarka
Akfaske
Arbekoche
Arbeka
Arbeka 2nd.
Greenleaf
Oewohka

Fish Pond
Thlopthlocco
Tokebachee
Thewahley
Kialiga
Tokpafka

24,
25.
26.
27.
28,
29.
30.
31.
32.
33,
34,
35.
36.
37.
38.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43.
44.
45.
46.

Talmochassee
Eufaula 1
Eufaula 2
Pakantalahassee
Hillabee
Chartarksofka
Kichopatake
Artussee
Tallahossochee
Allabamma
Osochee
Oeokofke
Okcharye
Ocheyapofa
Talwathakko
Talartega
Hutschechapa
Quassartey--1
Quassartey--2
Yoochee

Big Spring
Don't know
None
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0l.

02.

03.

04.

05.

06.

07.

08.

09.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.
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Coding List H

Occupational Skill Listing

Industrial Production
(Foundry workers - machinists - printers - assemblers - welders)

Office Occupations
(Clerks - accountants - lawyers - administrators - secretary)

Service Occupations
(Building custodian - cooks & chefs - waitresses - barber - policeman -

mail carriers)

Educational Occupations
(Teachers -~ librarians - tecachers aide - community worker)

Sales Occupations
(Automotive sales - insurance agents - service station attendants)

Construction Occupations
(Bricklayers - carpenters - electricians - painters - roofers - plumbers)

Occupations in Transportation Activities
(Air Traffic controllers - railroad brakeman - truck or taxi driver)

Scientific and Technical Occupations
(Foresters - engineers - chemists - draftsmen)

Mechanics and Repairmen
(Telephone serviceman - automobile repairman - TV and radio repairmen -
diesel mechanic - air-conditioning repairman)

Health Occupations
(Dentist - physician - nurse - speech pathologist - community worker)

Social Scientists
(Anthropologists - historians - sociulogists)

Social Science Occupations
(School counselor - clergyman - social worker)

Common Laborers
(Farm Laborer)

Occupations in Art & Design
(Artist - designer - architect)

Disabled

Does not apply
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